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General before the money should be paid. When 
that bill went to the Senate, they transferred this 
section to the deficiency bill; and in that way it 
comes here as an amendment from the Senate. 
This identical proposition has already passed the 
House once this session by a unanimous vote. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Thatdoes not change 
the facts. I ask the chairman of the Committee 
of W/aysand Means why he inserted the proviso 
requiring the titleto be approved by the Attorney 

yeneral ? 
7 Mr. SHERMAN. Because we had heard that 
there was some question as to the title to this 
property—« question about mortgages—and to 
avoid all controversy, we all thought it better to 
guard the Government by this prowision before 
any money was to be paid out. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. That is exactly what 
I was saying: that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had, by his amendment, 


furnished us with authority—at least by implica- | 


tion—that the title to this property was defective. 
Js it not, then, a matter of surprise that the Joint 
Committee on Public Printing should have ap- 
proved such a contract, and should have commit- 
ted the Government to pay $135,000 for a defect- 
ive title? I charge here, upon information which 
I believe to be reliable, that the lots on which this 
establishment is erected are not the property of 
Mr. Wendell, but. of a Mr. McGuire, or,at all 
events, that Mr. McGuire has an incumbrance 
upon them; nor can the United States, as I under- 
stand, obtain a clear title to the lots until the in- 
cumbrance is paid off. 

The Chairman [Mr. Burnett] has also urged 
another objection, that the establishment is not 
worththe priceagreed uponforit. If [mistakenot, 
that gentleman said Mr. Wendell himself had val- 
ued the property, for the purpose of assessment 
and taxation—and perhaps under solemn oath— 
at a much less sum than he has asked for it, and 
which is promised to be paid for it. 1 understand 
that he has valued it, for the purpose of assessment 
and taxation, at $73,000. And yet the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing and the Joint Com- 
mittee on Public Printing have agreed topay him 
$135,000 for it, and fora defective title tothe ground 
on which the office stands. 

More than that: I understand that another es- 
tablishment in this city, which was valued by its 
proprietor, for the purposes of assessment and 
taxation, at $102,000, was offered to the Superin- 
tendent for the sum of $100,000—an establishment 
unincumbered by mortgages—to which there was 
a clear title; an establishment complete in all 
of its appointments. I understand that such an 
office was offered for the sum of $100,000; and yet, 
another, appearing to be inferior, was bought for 
ahigher price. Why so? Iimpute no bad motive, 
only a bad bargain, 

We are told that there are some twenty-six 
printing presses in Mr. Wendell’s office; but we 
are not informed that all of them are in good 
order, or are capable of being used. On the con- 
trary, lam informed that a number of them are 
broken and unfit for use, Iam also further in- 
formed that a considerable portion of the type of 
the office is unsuited for the printing of the ones, 
and that other type will have to be purchased. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr, FLORENCE, It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that gentlemen have not looked at the ques- 
on as practical legislators ought to have looked 
at it, [A Memper,. Practical printers.] or as 
practical printers either. [Laughter.] . The gen- 
tleman from a Stanton ]’referred to the 
fact that Mr, Wendell’s name had been associated 
with jobs for the last ten or twelve years, and he 
said that he always suspected anything that had 

Vendell’s name in it. Now, 1 do not propose to 
be Mr. Wendell’s defender; but I must say to gen- 
tlemen that if they will take occasion to exam- 
ine this sepasty they will find on the face of it, that 
Mr. Wendell has not a farthing of interest in it; 
that the property is owned by Mr. Joseph T. 
Crowell, and that it has been purchase1 from Mr. 
Crowell under the authority given to the Super- 
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intendentof the Public Printing and the Joint Com- 


| 
| 
j 
} 
| 


tary of the Interior. Well now, | am willing to 


believe, and I have no hesitation in declaring it, 


gentlemen. : 
to fasten upon the Government an improper pur- 
| chase. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, Will the gentleman 


ield to me for a moment? 


Mr. FLORENCE, 1 have no abjection to 


| declar 
| that I repose confidence in the integrity of those | 


the subject. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Before the gentle- 
| man finishes what he has to say, | wish he would 
enlighten us upon this point. If the gentleman, 
| with his knowledge upon the subject, were about 
| to purchase a printing establishment for his own 





in the locality, what would he be willing to give 
for the whole establishment as it stands? 

Mr. FLORENCE. That depends very much 
upon the ability to purchase; and as I have not 
the ability to purchase, 1am not competent to 
make an offer for it. 1 will say, however, that if 
I could be the Printer of Congress for a couple of 
years at the rate they have been paying, I could 
afford to make a pretty large advance upon the 
| price the Government pays for this establishment, 
vut of the profits of the job, judging by the profits 
made by those who have enjoyed that lucrative 
position. 





When interrupted by the gentleman from New 
| York, I was going to say that I had confidence 
in the integrity of those gentlemen who had made 
thisthorough investigation and agreed to purchase 
this establishment. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from I\linois remarked 
that he had reliable information that the assess- 
ment of this real estate was only $78,000; and 
that it was given under the sanction of an oath. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I said 1 supposed it 
was. 

Mr. FLORENCE Well, the gentleman sup- 
posed it. Now, sir, every one knows that assess- 
ments are made very much below the real value 
of property. I know such is the fact in the city 
of Philadelphia. Indeed, | know many instances 
where it is not assessed at half its value. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. When the assessment 
is made under oath? 

Mr. FLORENCE. It was not made under oath 
on the part of the owner. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Does the gentleman 
assert that the assessment is not made under oath? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I believe it is not. 
assessors may be sworn; but the valuation is not 
made by the owner under oath. Every one knows 
that the assessment of property is made at the 
lowest possible figure. 

But the gentleman says the types are worn out. 
Why, sir, gentlemen who have had any sort of 
experience at all can observe the difference be- 








the old arrangements. 


ments; and they are ample, as every gentleman 


intended. 

If gentlemen will read the estimates of the come, 
mittee, upon which the purchase has been made, 
and take into consideration the fact that it was 
assessed at only one half its original cost, they 
will see the fairness of the transaction. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend by striking 
out half a dozen lines—anything to make one or 
two remarks in order 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 


concur in this amendment of the Senate; and I 
desire to state to the House briefly the reasons 
which brought me to that conclusion. 

At the last Congress we found that muchcom- 


i 
—————_— 


mittee on Printing of both Houses, with the ap- | 
1 probation and consent, unofficially, of the Secre- 


I do not believe they would desire | 
ielding tothe gentleman. I only desire the truth. | 


wish, however, to finish what 1 have to say upon | 


private ase, taking the present value of real estate | 


will see, for all the purposes for which they are | 
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tween the public printing under the new and under || 
Here are the types daily | 
used in the printing; of our bills and public docu- | 
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_ plaint was made at the prices which were paid for 
the execution of the public printing. It was al- 
| leged that the Printers for the Senate and the 
| House of Representatives made enormous profits 
| outof their contracts, under the prices established 
by the acts of 1852and 1854. The proposition was 
then brought forward that the Government should 
establish its own printing office, to do not only the 
pretas ordered by the Senate and by the House, 
nut also that ordered by the executive te oa 
| ments of the Government. 1 was then, as I am 
now, opposed to that propositions which was 
brought forward by the Committée on Printing. 
But, sir, the first section of the joint resolution 
adopted at the last session, seems to have determ- 
ined and settled the whole matter. That seetion 
is as follows: 

‘¢ That the Superintendent of Public Printing be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to have executed the print- 
ing and binding authorized by the Senate and House of 
Representatives, the executive and judicial departments, 
and the Court of Claims. And to enable him to earry out 
the provisions of this act, he is authorized and directed to 
contract for the erection or purchase of the necessary build- 
| ings, machinery, and materials for that purpose ; said con- 
tract to be subject to the approval of the Joint Committee 
on Printing of the two Houses of Congress: Provided, ‘That 


|| the sum so contracted to be paid shall not exceed $150,000,’ 


When the bill was under consideration in the 
Senate, the attempt was made to modify this sec- 
tion so as to require the approval, also, of the See- 
| retary of the Interior, before the purchase of a 
poates establishment should be consummated; 

ut the amendment was either not adopted in that 
body, or if adopted there, was not concurred in 
| by the House. The Superintendent, in the exe- 
cution of this law, made a contract for the estab- 
lishment knownas the ** Wendell printing office.”’ 
Iam informed that, before the contract was made, 
while negotiations were going on, be consulted 
the Secretary of the Interior, and informed him 
that he would make no conditional contract for the 
purchase except with his approval. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior did examine the establishment 
and inform himself thoroughly of its value, and in 
pursuance of his advice and approval, the Saperin- 
tendent of the Public Printing made a conditional 
contract to purchase the building, with all the fix- 
tures of the printing office, forthesum of $135,000 
That contract was, as I am informed, in pursuance 
of this law, submitted to the approval of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, and received the unani- 
| mous approval of that committee, all the members 
being present except one gentleman on the House 
committee. It received the confirmation, there- 
fore, of the three members of the Senate commit- 
tee, and of two of the members of the House 
committee. 





'| In this state of facts the question was presented 
The 


to us. Hete is the law which requires the Super- 
intendent of the Public Printing to contract, pro- 
vided the sum paid shall not exceed $150,000 
This contract is to be conditional. It is to be sub- 
| mitted to the Joint Committee on Printing. If not 
| approved by them, it is null; but if approved by 
| them, it then becomes valid and binding upon us. 
Considering these facts, I could do no other way 
than recommend the appropriation which was 
proposed to be made. As to thepropriety of the 
purchase, that was not a matter within the prov- 
ince of the Committee of Ways and Means to in- 
vestigate. That was the province of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and they discharged that duty. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 








of Ways and Means, | gave my assent to the rec- | 
ommendation of that committee that the House | 


Mr. GURLEY. Mr. Chairman, it has-been 
| suggested by my colleague that this printing office 
| was owned by Mr. Wendell, and that, therefore, 
it should not be purchased by the Government. 
| Sir, the committee never asked the question, in 
their preliminary examination, who owned the 
_ office. What they wished to know, and the point 

to which they first directed their inquiries, was: 
_ is it a suitable office for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment? Is it reasonable ia price? Is it fair, is 
it just, is it equitable? As to ownership, that was 
of no consequence to us. Who cares whether 
Mr. Wendell or anybody else owns it, if we can 
| purchase it at a fair price? 
Now, sir, J undertake to say that Mr. Wen- 
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dei! has not one cent interest in the concern, or has been oficial reported to us that the Superin- 
rather he will not receive a cent of the purchase.'| tendent of the Pub! 
I say it on the authority of those who | 


money. 


hold the controlling interest in the building. But, 
suppose he did own it, what was that to us? We 


were looking simply to the interests of the Gov- | 


i! 


ernment. I care not who owns the office. 1 un- 
dertake to say that it is the best printing office in 
the United States; and if gentlemen wish to verify 
that fact, let them jump into a carriage when they 
leave the House and visit it with this report of the 
Supermtendent of the Public Printing in their 
hands. The measurer of the Capitol extension 
examined the building and estimated its present 
value, avd the resylt was as follows: He says 
the building would now cost $54,000 to erect to- 
day. What did the Superinwndent pay for it? 
Forty thousand dollars, a saving upon this esti- 
mate of $14,000 upon the building alone. 

One gentleman has referred to the binding. I 
shall be glad, indeed, when this binding shall be 
transferred to this Governmentestablishment; but 
when he remarks that $25,000 could have been 
saved if other parties had received ‘the binding, I 
deny it. [tisnottrve. Lam aware that a certain 
gentleman of his acquaintance put in an offer to do 
the work ata lower rate, after the work was given 
out; an irresponsible man, a bankrupt, as | am 


nota proper person todo the work. Ifthe binding | 
had been given to him, | have no doubt it would | 
have been done in some sort of a way at some sort | 


of a price. 
Mr. KUNKEL. I will say, now, what I en- 
deavored to say a short time since in reply to the 













ic Printing bas, in pursuance of 
law, entered into a contract winch has received 


|; the sanction, not ouly of the Joint Committee on 
|| Printing, but also of the Secretary of the Interior. 
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| clous one, 
| lic Printing and the Superintendent of the Public 


The question now presented to us, sir, is not 
whether the law was a good one which the last 
Congress passed ,or whether thiscontract is favor- 
able to the Government; but whether we shall 
abide by a contract, and carry it out, which was 
made under a law passed by ourselves. 
Gentlemen say that the contract is an injudi- 
If that be so, the Committee on Pub- 


Printing are responsible to Congress for what they 
have done. If there was any corruption. in the 
purchase, investigate it and ascertain the fact. If 
itecan be shown that there has been corruption, 
then I will go as far as the furthest in the pun- 
ishment of all those connected with sach corrup- 
tion. But no allegation of that sort is made. No 
proof is brought forward even to excite a suspi- 
cion that there has been corruption on the part of 
anybody in this transaction. ‘The Superintendent 


ized him by law to do. He has made a contract 
which is a subsisting and binding contract on the 


|| Government. Congress, according to my view of 
informed, pecuniarily; not a binder, and therefore 


it, is in honor bound to carry out thatcontract, and 
pay the money under its provisions. If gentlemen 
think there has been anything improper aboutit, 
let them institute an investigation, and we can 


| suspend this appropriation long enough to ascer- 


gentieman from Ohio, (Mr. Sranron,} and that | 


is, that the House Committee on Printing made a 


contract for the binding at the rate of forty cents || 


per volume quarto, while the Senate made a con- | 


t.act for its binding at seventy-five cents per vol- 


ume quarto. Itis proper, therefore, in connection || 


with the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, 
that the Committee on Printing of this House 
should be vindieated from the charge made against 
it in reference to this specific contract for prinung. 
Under that contract, the House pays much less for 
the sume work than is paid by the Senate. 

Mr. GURLEY. The Senate gave out the bind- 


ing at seventy-five cents and twelve and a half | 


cents; while the committee of the House gave it 
out at forty cents and twelve cents, or nearly one 


hundred per cent. less, taking the two works, | 


than the Senate, The members of this House 
will bear testimony that ours is the best binding 
that has ever been done in this city. Itis so cer- 
tified to by all connected with the Superintendent’s 
office and others. 

Now, «a word in reference to the printing office 
that has been purchased. I am assured by the 
Superintendent thatevery press in that office is in 
good working order to-day; and as to the type, 
we need not dispute about it here, for each mem- 


ber has before him the bills, reports, and other | 


documents, which have been ordered to be printed 
upon it from time to time. They will decide for 
themselves whether the type is good or not. For 
myself, I say that the type is excellent; and that 
no printing need be better than that now done for 
this House. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that there is com- 
petition in this matter. I am aware that there is 
another printing office, the owner sf which would 
be glad to sell it to the Government. The Super- 
intendent and the Secretary of the Interior, [ be- 
lieve, looked carefully into that office, and found 
insuperable objections to it. 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Chairman, at the last 
session of Congress—in consequence of the fact 
that we had heard for several years, as was re- 
marked by the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Stan- 
Ton,} the name of Cornelius Wendell and others 
ednnected with allegations of great impropriety, 
in respect of our public printing —Congress passed 
a bill to establish a Government printing office. 
I voted for that bill; andI have notas yet had any 
reason to doubt the propriety of the vote | then 
gave. Under the law, weauthorized the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing either to purchase 
materials for an establishment or to purchase an 
establishment already erected, and to make a con- 
tract for it, subject to the approval of the Joint 
Committee on Printing of the two Houses. It 


( 








_ tain whether the party owning this office has been 
| guilty of corruption. 


: If he has been guilty, and 
it can be shown, then we may annul this contract. 


duty of Congress to make this appropriation to 
pay for the office that has been purchased, and in 
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February 4, 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we will now haye 


a vote on the amendment. 
Mr. FOUKE. I move to amend by increasino 
the appropriation five dollars. » 
Mr. GURLEY. I wish to say a word. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman must haye 
an amendment. 

, Mr. GURLEY. I move to increase the appro. 
riation one dollar. I want to say a word inrepl 
to my colleague. We had given out the binding 
before the proposition to which my colleague aj. 
ludes came in. The author of the proposal firs; 
bid at a higher rate than we gave the binding oy; 
at; but finding that the concract was given to an. 
other, afterwards sent in a lower bid from pure 

malice, as subsequent development showed. 
Mr. FOUKE. I have not yielded the floor. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
gentleman to yield. 
Mr. FOUKE. Only for an explanation. 
Mr. GURLEY. 1 will not occupy the floor 
long. ‘The Senate gave out the binding ata much 
higher rate aan wedid. The gentleman who did 





| the binding for the session previous to the last, 


| of the Public Printing has dowe what we author- || 


complained that he lost money on his contract, 
and he came to the Senate with an extra claim 
for losses sustained in doing the binding. Yet he 
received more than is now allowed to the binders 
for this House. To cut the matter short, I say 
you can get the binding done in this town for 
almost any price. At least, men will agree to do 
the binding at any price; but, sir, before they get 
through they will come to Congress and ask for 
extra pay, with a good prospect of receiving it, 
We gave out the binding at a fair and honestrate, 


as every man knows who is in that business, and 
Until such charges are made, | hold that itis the || as was demonstrated before the Senate committee 


| 


last year. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I desire to ask a ques- 


every way to carry out this contract, which ap- |} tion rightthere. Was it because other contractors 


pears to have been made in strict conformity to | 


| 


the authority which we ourselves conferred. It || 


appears to me, under the present circumstances, 
without some further allegations than those made 
here in this debate, we are consuming time unne- 
cessarily in discussing whether it wasa judicious 
contract or not, because; under the law, we are 
bound to carry it out. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, I regret very 


| much that my colleague has seen fit to endeavor, 


in this debate, ashe has done heretofore, to cast an 
imputation or aspersion upon the character of the 
gentleman who made the bid to which he refers. 
{ know that gentleman well; and if poverty be a 
crime in the estimation of my colleague, perhaps 
the people who sent him here would like to know 
it. I know, as I have said, the gentleman he re- 
fers to well; and, without meaning any disparage- 
ment to my colleague, I will say to him that he 
ought to be proud to be regarded as socially and 
intellectually his equal. — . 

In reference to the contract to which he refers, I 
have something to say which | know, and which 
is established by sworn proof. I do not know 
what the Senate contract.is. It may be worse 
than the House contract. Bat I know that the 
House committee was offered, by a responsible 
party, a bid abundantly guarantied to do the bind- 
ing for the House at forty cents per volume, quar- 
to,and ten cents per volume,octavo. I know that 
that bid was made at three o’clock, the day after 
the Committee on Printing was appointed. I 
Lnow more. I know that John C. Rives offered 
to do the House binding at eight cents and seven 
mills per volume, octavo, and thirty-five cents 
per volume,quarto. 1 know that those bids were 
refused, and thatthe contract was awarded to a po- 
litical editor, residing at Columbus, the capied of 
my colleague’s own State, and the organ of adis- 
tinguished politician of that State, and awarded 
at a price amounting in the aggregate to $25,000 
more than it was bid for by a competent and re- 
sponsible pune That I know; and there is no 
controversy about it. I know more. I know 
that, at the last session of Congress, the gentleman 
from Maine offered a resolution in this House in- 
structing the Committee on Printing to inquire 
into the expedienc? of letting the contract for 
binding out to the lowest bidder. It was sent to 
the Committee on Printing, of which my colleague 


‘is chairman; but it has never yet been reported 


back. Theveason why, | do not know. 
Mr. BRANCH, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 


asked an advance upon their contract prices that 
the committee offered to contract ata higher price 
than was bid by others? 

Mr.GURLEY. The Senate binders came back 
for extra pay, although they received a higher 
price than we gave the binder of the House. They 
undertook to show, and did show, before a con- 
mittee of the Senate, that they lost money. If 
you would have good binding, you must paya 
fair price. Many of your books which have been 
heretofore bound come to pieces by very slight 
handling, and in passing through the mails. We 
ean get such binding done at-almost any price. 
Irresponsible men are willing to take work of the 
Government below cost, do it badly, and come in 
for extra pay. The very man who made the bid 
for binding referred to by ay colleague, came to 
my own house last winter and demanded the bind- 
ing for partisan services, at old prices, seventy- 
five cents and twelve and a half cents, almost a 
hundred per cent. more than we now pay for |t; 
and threatened that if we did not give it to him, 
he would send ina bid for it below cost, and then 
call foran investigating committee, and expose the 
whole thing. An investigation of this i 
made before the Senate King committee last ses- 
sion, and his doings were exposed to his own 
damage, instead of ours, as any one can see by 
the report of that committee. 

Mr. FOUKE. [know nothing about the mat- 
ters which have been discussed upon this floor '1 
reference to the expenditures of the two branches 
of Congress. I wish merely to state that, at the 
first session of the present Congress, I opposed 
and voted against the proposition that this Gov- 
ernment should go into the business of public 
printing, and establish a public printing office for 
the printing of the two branchegof Congress. But 
as that proposition has been carried, and a bill is 
now before us making an appropriation for the 
purpose of establishing a printing office for the 
Government, and the purchasing of this particu- 
lar property for that end, I am in favor of the ap- 
propriation, and in favor of purchasing the iden- 
tical office which is named in this bill. 1am 
favor of it for the reason that if we were to g0 
work to establish anew office for thisGovernmen', 
by erecting buildings and entering into contacts 

‘with employés, we would find, in the end, - 
the expenditure would amount to more than the 

35,000 which it is proposed now to appropriate. 

F will admit—and I have no. doubt of it—that 
the amount proposed to be aperonciert is more 
than the property is worth; this building, 
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which is one of the most complete printing offices || 


in the United States, was got up by private en- 
terprise for the purpose of accommodating the | 
two Houses of Congress, and for the purpose of 
doing the printing for the different Departments of | 
the Government; and were we to go into the oper- 
ation of purchasing new grounds, and erecting | 
new buildings in place of the one we propose nqy | 
to purchase, we would destroy that private en- 

terprise entirely; and therefore I think there is a 
moral obligation resting upon us to purchase this | 
instead of purchasing new groundsand property. | 
The dimension of this buildjng is two hundred | 
and sixty-four by one hundred and seventy-five 
No new building of that size could now be 


fect, 


contract in the manner in which such contracts 
are usually made by the Government, except by 
an expenditure far beyond $135,000. We know 
the favoritism which has been exercised by this 
House and by the committee in giving out con- 
tracts; and the purchase of presses and type in 
New York and Philadelphia—the two great points 
where these articles are manufactured—and the 
erection of a building, to say nothing about the 
costof the ground, would greatly exceed the sum 
now to be appropriated. And then we should 
do injustice to a private enterprise which was in- 
vited into the printing business by the action of 
the two Houses of Congress. 

Therefore, | am in favor of purchasing this 
property under this bill, although I was opposed 
last session to the establishment of a public print- 
ing oflice by the Government, 

Mr. GURLEY, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment, 

The question was taken on Mr. McCiernanp’s 
amendment; and it was lost. 

The question was taken on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended; and it was not agreed to. 


Fifth Senate amendment: 

For compensation of the clerks, and for office rent, fuel, 
&e., in the land office of Kickapoo, Kansas, $12,857 92, in 
accordance with section seven of ** An act making appro- 
priations for certain civil expenses of the Government,” 
&e., approved August 18, 1850. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment, 

The amendment was not concurred in. 


Sixth amendment of the Senate: 


For carrying the mails from New York, via Panama, to 
San Francisco, three times a month, from the Ist.of July, 
1860, to the Ist of July 1861, at the rate of $350,000 per an- 
num, from which sum shall be deducted the amount received 
for postages on said route; and the Postmaster General is 
hereby authorized to contract for carrrying the mails in the 
manner aforesaid, until the 30th of June next, at the same 
rate of compensation ; and so much money is hereby appro- 
priated out of the Treasury of the United States as may be | 
necessary to carry out the said contract. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways | 





and Means recommend a non-concurrence in this || 


amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have directed me to, offer an amend- | 
ment to this amendment, by striking out all the 
latter clause, commencing with the words, ‘‘ and 
the Postmaster General.’” They then recommend 
that the first.clause be agreed to. This will con- 
form the amendment to the action of the House 
the other day upon the post route bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the Senate amendment, as amended, was 
concurred in. 

_Mr.SHERMAN, I move that the committee | 
rise and report the’bill to the House. 

Che motion wasagreed to. 





resumed the chair, Mr. Burnett reported thatthe 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideration 
the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 866) 
making appropriations for supplying deficiencies 
in the service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1861, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Before I call. the previous 


duestion upon the amendments to the deficiency 
bill, I desire to submit a motion that, after to-day, 
unul the special order is disposed of, the House | 
— each day take a recess from four until seven 





0 clock, 





|| pose of correcting a clerical error. 











| Mr. DAVIS, of Indinia, objected, 
Mr SHERMAN moved to suspend the rules 


for the purpose of introducing the resolution, 
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| 


The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to, 


and thereupon the resolution was introduced, 
and agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now demand the previous | 


question upon the amendments to the deficiency 


bill. 


Mr. BURNETT. I would inquire whether, as | 


a matter of right, we are not entitled toa separate 
vote upon the Senate amendments? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 
erected by the Government by giving it out by ] 


Mr. COLFAX. Lappeal to the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow me to move that the Senate be re- 
quested to return the post route bill, for the pur- 


The House | 


reduced the cost of the temporary steamship ser- | 


vice from $400,000 to $350,000. By a clerical 
| error, $300,000 was put into the bill instead of 
$350,000. 

No objection being made, the motion was agreed 
to. 
| PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
| Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
| allow me to introduce a resolution ? 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That House bill No. 701, the Pacifie railroad 


| bill, which has been passed by the Senate and returned to | 


this House with amendments, be taken from the Speaker’s 


| table and made the special order for the day, after the special | 


order now pending shall have been disposed of. 





| Mr. CURTIS. I move the previous question 
upon the passage of the resolutipn. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Say, after the morn- 
ing hour. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I object to the intro- 
duction of the resolution, 

Mr. CURTIS. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There is al- 
ready a resolation to suspend the rules pending, 
for the purpose of taking up a private bill. Ido 
not object to the gentleman’s resolution; but I 
propose to do things in order. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. If there is a motion 


gentleman from lowa is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
| tleman from Ohio whether he proposes to bring 
the House to a vote upon the Senate amendments 
to the deficiency bill to-night ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not until to-morrow. It 
will then come up as unfinished business. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. 
which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to know what 
| objection there is to suspending the rules for the 
resolution which I propose to offer? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has decided it to 
be out of order at present; and the motion before 
the House js to adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. What became of the motion 
of the gentleman from lowa? It was made before 
the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. It was not received by the 
Chair. 

Mr. SICKLES. But it was entitled to be re- 
| ceived. A motion to suspend the rules is in order 





any time to-day after the morning hour; and the | 


So the committeee rose; and the Speaker having ‘| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] a moment | 


| before moved a suspension of the rules. 
| ‘The SPEAKER. There is a motion for the 
previous question pending, which cuts of the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
Ohio will withdraw the demand for the previous 


|| question for a moment. 


to suspend the rules pending, the motion of the | 


I desire to know of the gen- | 


I send up a resolution, to | 


73 


ie 





} 


| Mr. SHERMAN, If I withdraw the demand 
_ for the previous question, what will become of 
the deficieney bill? 
Mr. PHELPS. 
table, of course. 
Mr. SHERMAN, And could not be reached 
again for six weeks, perhaps. 
Mr. CURTIS. Then I insist On a vote on the 
amendments to the deficiency bill now. 
| The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 
Mr. LOVEJOY moved that the House ad- 
jourp. 
The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr.PHELPS. The gentleman from lowa can- 
not accomplish his purpose until the amendments 
of the Senate to the deficiency bill shall have been 
disposed of; and the yeas and nays will have to 
be taken on one or two of those amendments. f[ 
think, therefore, we had better adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. I ask that the resolution 
which | sent up may be read. I think there will 
be no objection to its passage, 
| The Clerk read the resolution by its title, as 
follows: 
| Jointresolution for extending the time for taking 
testimony on the application of Cyrus H. Mc- 
Cormick for extension of his patent. 

Mr. BURNETT and others objected. 


- The following is the resolution proposed to be 
introduced by Mr. Sranron: 
A joint resolution extending the time for taking testimony 


on the application of Cyras H. McCormick for the exten- 
sion of his patent. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 


It will go to the Speaker’s 


|| the further time of ninety days be given to parties inter 


| ested in resisting the extension of the patent of Cyrus H. 
| MeCormick, for his patent reaper, or his improvements or 
modifications of the same, to enable them to take testimony 
in opposition to said extension, to be used before the Com- 
misioner of Patents, on the hearing of the application of 
said McCormick for an extension of said patent. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I desire to say to the gentle- 
| man from lowa, and to those gentlemen who agree 
| with him, that there seems to me to be no sort of 
necessity for keeping us here this evening to vote 
upon these amendments to the deficiency bill.. The 
gentleman’s proposition is, that the Pacific rail- 
road bill be made the special order after the prop- 
ogitions of the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Cor- 
win,| the chairman of the committee of thirty- 
three, shall have been disposed of. Those prop- 
ositions cannot possibly be disposed of before 
Friday next. The gentleman from Ohio has given 
| notice that he expects to call the previous ques- 
| tion some time on Thursday. If that eall shall be 
sustained, he will then have a right, under the 
rules, as chairman of the committee, to conelude 
the debate. The speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio, and the votes on the various propositions, 
will certainly take up a good part of Friday. That 
will leave only one day, Saturday, which we usu- 
ally devote to private business. I appeal, then, 
to the gentleman from lowa to let this thing go 
over. He will only lose one day, and next Mon- 
day he will have another chance to bring up his 
bill. Why, under these circumstances, should 








I hope the gentleman from | 


TheSPEAKER. There is a motion toadjourn | 


| pending. 
| Mr. SICKLES. 


I hope that will be voted 


|| ‘The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
| journ; and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. SICKLES. I now appeal to the gentle- 
| man from Ohio to withdraw the demand for the 
| previous question for a moment. 


we stay here now to vote on these amendments 
to the deficiency bill? 

Mr. SICKLES. If the'statement of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia be correct, what objection 
can there be to the resolution of the gentleman 
from Iowa, inasmuch as it will not vive the Pacific 
railroad bill precedence ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to my friend from 
| Iowa that he can have no difficulty in getting up 
his bill whenever a majority of the House desire 
to take itup. He has only to wait until the ex- 
| piration of the morning hour, and then a majority 
of the House can postpone the special order, and 
proceed to the consideration of the business on 
the Speaker’s table. But if I withdraw the pre- 
vious question now, the deficiency bill will go to 
the Speaker’s table at the heel of this bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. Wilt that course be pursued? 

Mr. CURTIS. There area number of bills on 
the tible before the Pacific railroad bill. 

M:. FARNSWORTH. [ move that the House 
do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty minutes past four o’clock, p.m.) the House 
| adjourned. 








IN SENATE. 
Turspar, February 5, 1861 
Prayer by Rev. J. G. Burien. 


The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. | | 


MECIIANICAL REPORT. 
Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 


to whom wa8 referred a motion to print extra || 


copies of the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Patents on mechanics, reported the following 
resoluuon: 





Resolved, That fifteen thousand additional copies of the || 


annual report of the Commissioner of Patents on “ arts and 
manufactures” for the year 1860, be printed for the use of 
the Senate, and ten thousand copies for the Interior De- 

riment for purposes of official distribution: Provided, 
That the tabular statements and indices be printed with 
nonpareil type, and the description of patents with brevier 
type, 80 as to complete the entire report in two octavo 
volumes. 


Mr. HALE. How many does that pro 
ive, of the fifteen thousand copies, to the 
fice ? 

Mr. FITCH. 








se to 


It gives fifteen thousand to the 


Senate and ten thousand to the Interior Depart- || 


ment. Last year there was some misunderstand- 
ing becween the Departmentand theSenate, which 
ied, as the Senator will recollect, to considerable 
confusion. 
mittee have reported at once what they thought 


to be necessary, and not have in future a contro- || 


versy between the Senate and the Department. 
The aggregate is twenty-five thousand copies. 
os Lhe resolution was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WADE presented eleven petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitution, and the enforcement of the laws; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DIXON presented a memorial of citizens 
of Fairfield, Connecticut, praying for the speedy 
adoption of such measures as will substantially 
embrace the recommendations of the representa- 
tives of the border States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Bridgeport, Connceticut, praying for the speedy 
adoption of such measures as will substantially 
embrace the recommendations of the representa- 
tives of the border States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Derby, Connecticut, praying for a speedy adop- 
tion of such measures as will substantially em- 
brace the recommendations of the representatives 
of the border States; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented eight petitions of 
citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, 
the Constitution, and the enforcement of the laws; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of the borough of Northumberland, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the adoption of Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN’s resolutions with Mr. Bicier’s amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Chester county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
speedy adoption of such measures as are substan- 
tially embraced by the Crittenden resolutions; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented two petitions of 
citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitution, and the laws; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Union county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by Hon. Mr. Cririenpen; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. POWELL presented a memorial of J. T. 
Pickett, praying for indemnity for relief furnished 
to destitute American citizens while he was Uni- 
ted States consul at Vera Cruz, in Mexico; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented a me- 
morial of ciuzens of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia, residing in the Fifth Ward, praying that 
New Jersey avenue, from D street to N street 
may be lighted with gas; which was referred to 

the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. POL 


K presented a petition of citizens of 
St. Louis, Missouri, praying for the adoption of 





atent | 





This year, to obviate that, the com- || 
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the compromise measures proposed by Hon. Mr. 


nee which was ordered to lie on the 
tabie, 

Mr. BIGLER. I present the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Philadelphia, set- | 
ting forth that by reason of the increased traffic in 
the collection district of Philadelphia, the wharf 
accommodations on the river Delaware, as fixed 
by the act approved June 30, 1834, limiting that 
collection district within Gunner’s run on the 
north, and the navy-yard on the south, are insuf- 
ficient, and praying that the limits of that district 
may be inorsezed, so as to include all between 
Greenwich Point on the south, and Frankford 
creek onthe north. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce 

It was so referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H.R. No. 48) in relation to mail 





| service in Washington Territory, submitted an 


adverse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of John Gordon, a mes- 
senger in the Post Office Department, praying 
compensation for services performed out of office 
hours, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 556) for the relief of John Gordon. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 


| ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passéd a resolution requesting the Sen- 
ate to return to the House the till (EL. R. No. 
714) establishing certain post routes, with the 
amendments of the House to certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill, in order that a clerical 
error may be corrected. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
6f the House had signed an enrolled bill (S. No. 
268) for the relief of Mary K. Guthrie, widow of 
Presley N. Guthrie; and it was signed by the 
Vice President. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 2d instant, at twelve o’clock 
and nine minutes, the printing of a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior on the subject of afford-- 
ing relief to destitute Indians. 

Also, that the House had ordered, on the 4th 
instant, the printing of the following documents: 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
returns of the militia of the United States—ordered 
at twelve o’clock and seventeen minutes. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a transcript of the Army Register—ordered at 
twelve o’clock and eighteen minutes. 


TERRITORY OF COLORADO. 


On motion of Mr. NICHOLSON, that the Sen- 
ate reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 366) to provide for a temporary Govern- 
ment for the Territory of Colorado, 


Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned till to-morrow. 


TROOPS AT THE CAPITAL, 


Mr. WIGFALL. I beg leave, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, to introduce the following 
resolution; and I ask for its immediate consider- 
ation: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate (if in his opinion not incom- 
patible with the public interest) for what purpose troops 
and munitions of war have been, since the commencement 
of this session of Congress, concentrated in this city ; stat- 

| ing the number of such troops; the points from whence 
they were withdrawn, and the respective arms of the mil- 
itary service to which they belong; if such troops are des- 
tined for special service in this city, that such service be 


| iu such service. 

Mr. CLARK, and others, objected to the con- 

| sideration of the resolution. 

| The resolution therefore lies over, under the 
rule. 


| 
| 
| 
| under the authority of what law they are to be employed 





COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr TRUMBULL. The joint committee ap- 





specified ; and, in such case, that he inform the Senate 


February 5, 


eee een ae 


inted to ascertain and report a mode fi . 
pine the vates for President and Vice Presiden 


| of the United States, and of notifying the per- 
| sons chosen of their election, have instructed me 
_ to report in part the following resolution: 
lved, That the two Houses will assemb! 
Chamber of the House of Representatives, on Witonan 
13th day of February, 1861, at twelve o’clock, and the 
sident of the Senate shall be the Presiding Officer; that 
| One person be appointed a teller on the part of the Senate 
| and two on the part of the House of Representatives, 14 
make a list of the votes as they shall be declared ; that the 
result shall be delivered tothe President of the Senate, who 
shall announce the state of the vote, and the persons elected 
to the two Houses assembled, as aforesaid ; which shall b¢ 
deemed a declaration of the Pie elected President and 
Vice President of the United States, and, together with a 
list of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two 
Houses. 

If there be no objection, I ask for the adoption of 
the resolution now. I will state that it is the usual 
form of canvassing the votes for President and 
Vice President, which has been adopted since the 
foundation of the Government. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it be necessary, I move 
that the Vice President appoint the teller on the 
part of the Senate. I do not know but that that 
would follow, at any rate. If, however, it needs 
a motion, I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois moves that the Presiding Officer of this 
body appoint the teller on the part of the Senate, 
for counting the presidential votes. 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent. 


HOCKADAY AND LIGGET. 


Mr. POLK. I beg leave to call to the notice of 
the Senate, for consideration, the bill (S. No. 551) 
for the relief of Hockaday & Ligget, being the 
same bill reported by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, {Mr. Have,]as the organ of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, during the last 
week; and I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
551) for the relief of Hockaday & Ligget was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the While. It pro- 
poses to allow $40,000 to Hockaday & Ligget, in 
full payment for damages sustained by pe in 
reduction of pay for carrying the mails on route 
No. 8911. This amount is to be paid to William 
Ligget for and on account of Hockaday & Ligget, 
and for their benefit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will inquire if this is the 
bill which the President vetoed ? 

Mr.GREEN. Itisnot. Itis modified to meet 
the views of the other end of the avenue. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate take 
up the resolution which I offered yesterday, ex- 
tending the privif€ges of the floor to the commis- 
sioners now in session in this city. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners appointed by the sev- 
eral States to attend a convention to be beld in this city 
to-day, be admitted to the floor of the Senate during the 
sitting of the said convention. 

Mr. FESSENDEN called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. : 

r. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senate will 
not pass this order, for the simple reason that if 
we thus begin to break down our rules there will 
be no end to it. Senators know very well the 
te inconvenience we have -experienced from 

ving so many people on the floor here at differ- 
ent times. There is ample room in the galleries 
for anybody who is disposed to come here. We 
have adhered to our rules in relation to admissions 
to the floor very strictly heretofore; and when we 
made those rules for the regulation of this new 
Hall, we were purposely minute and particular; 
our experience in the old Hall having shown the 
necessity for it. Although I should be as glad as 
anybody to meet many of these gentlemen on the 
floor of the Senate or anywhere else, I think con- 
sideration for our own convenience and our own 
comfort ought to lead us to adhere strictly to the 
rules we have made. : 

Mr. FOSTER. I introduced a resolution ® 
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week since, extending the privilege of the floorof 
the Senate to Governorsand Ex-Governors of the 
States; and after two successive trials, I could not | 
even get the resolution taken up. [twas objected | 
to, by gentlemen who had a perfect right to ob- || 
ject. If we cannot allow the admission of those iH 
‘who are at the head of our States, especially in } 
the present aspect of our national affairs, as it re- 
gards the power of the States over this Govern- || 
ment, | certainly do not think we ought to extend || 
it to others, however honorable or however mer- 
itorious. I must therefore vote against the prop- || 
osition. ; 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 17; as follows: | 
YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bragg, Cameron, Dix- || 
on, Douglas, Fitch, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, || 
Kennedy, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wigfall—21. 
NAYS—Mesers. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Fessenden, Foot, Poster, Hale, Hemphill, Johnson of Ark- | 
ansas, King, Polk, Seward, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilson—l?7. 


So the motion to take up the resolution was 


agreed to. LOAN BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of half 
past twelve o’clock having arrived, it is the duty 
of the Chair to call up the special order, which is 
the loan bill. t 

The Senate accordingly, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 
972) to authorize a loan. Itproposes to authorize 
the President of the United States, at any time 
before the Ist day of July next, to borrow, on the 
credit of the United States, a sum not exceeding 
$25,000,000, or so much thereof as, in his opinion, 
the exigencies of the public service may require, 
to be used in the payment of the current demands 
upon the Treasury, and for the redemption of 
Treasury notes now outstanding, and to replace 
in the Treasury any amountof notes which shall 
have been paid and received for public dues. 
Stock is to be issued for the amount borrowed, 
bearing interest noteexceeding six per centum per 
annum, and to be reimbursed within a period not 
beyond twenty years, and not less than ten years; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is to be author- 
ized, with the consent of the President, to cause 
certificates of stock to be prepared, which shall 
be signed by the Register, and sealed with the seal 
of the Treasury Department, for the amount so 
borrowed, in favor of the parties lending the same, 
vr their assigns, which certificates may be trans- 
ferred on the books of the Treasury, under such 
regulations as may be established by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. No certificate is to be is- 
sued fora less sum than $1,000; and whenever 

required, the Secretary of the Treasury may cause 
coupons of semi-annual interest payable thereon 
to be attached to certificates issued under this act, 
Any certificate with such coupons of interest at- 
tached may be assigned and transferred by deliv- 
ery of the same, instead of being transferred on 
the books of the Treasury. Before awarding the 
loan, the Secretary of the Treasury is to cause 
to be inserted in two of the public newspapers of 
the city of Washington, and in one or more pub- 
lic newspapers in other cities of the United States, 
public notice that sealed proposals for such loan | 
will be received until a certain day, not less than 
ten days from its first insertion in a Washington 
paper, the amount of the loan, at what periods 
the money shall be paid, if by installments, and 
at what places, The sealed proposals are to be 
opened, on the day appointed in the notice, in the | 
presence of such persons as may choose to attend, 
and the proposals decided by the Secretary of the 
reasury, who is to accept the most favorable 
offered by responsible bidders for the stock; and 
the Secretary is to report to Congress, at the com- 
mencement of the next session, the amount of 
money borrowed under this act, and of whom, 
and on what terms it shall have been obtained, 
with an abstract or brief statement of all the pro- 
posals submitted for the same, distinguishing be- 
tween those accepted and those rejected, with a 
detailed statement of the expense of making the 
loans. The faith of the United States is pledged 
by this enactment for the due payment of the 
— and the redemption of the principal of the 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
hance was to insert the word ‘‘loan’’ in section 
three, line six, after the word ‘ such;” so as to 








| section: 


| to the Senate a brief statement, showing the neces- 


|| like confidence. The Secretary, however, with 


read, ‘‘sealed proposals for such Joan will be 
received,’’ &c. 


ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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lion two hundred and eleven thousand dollars 
remained on the latter day outstanding, and liable 


Mr. PEARCE.. It is merely a verbal amend- || to be presented at the Treasury. To pay these 
|| notes, and meet the ordinary expenditures of Gov- 


ernment, will require nearly twenty-two million 


The next amendment was to insert as a new | ollars during the fiscal year, in addition to the 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the act of June ] 
22, 1860, entitled “ An act authorizing a loam, and providing || 
for the redemption of notes,’ be, and the same is, hereby 
repealed. 


Mr. PEARCE. It is proper that I should make 


sity for the speedy passage of this bill. By the | 
act of the 22d of June of last year, we authorized 
a loan of $21,000,000, to bear six per cent. inter- 
est, and to be issued at not less than par, the pro- 
ceeds to be used only in redeeming Treasury notes 
or inreplacing in the Treasury the amount of notes 
otherwise paid or received for publicdues. Only 
about seven million and twenty thousand dollars 
have been negotiated. It has been found that the 
remainder of the loan authorized by that act can- 
not be effected upon the terms prescribed. The 
act required that the money should be loaned at 
not less than par. It has been found impossible 
to borrow money at par. It therefore has become 
absolutely necessary that some other bill shouid 
be introduced, either by way of remedying the ob- 
jection to that bill which makes it impossible to 
procure money under it, or authorizing a new loan. 
n the mean time, it appears that more money will 
be required for the support of the Government, 
before the 30th day of June next, than the balance 
which has not yet beeh negotiated under the act 
of June 22, 1860. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
on the 18th day of last month, addressed a letter to 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives, from which letter I have ob- 
tained the following information: I find that the 
amount which will be required at the Treasury to 
the 30th day of June, for the support of the Gov- | 
ernment, and the payment of Treasury notes, will | 
be $44,077,524. The receipts to the same time are 
estimated far below the usual average. In October 
last, it was supposed that the revenue from cus- | 
toms would give about fifteen million dollars for 
that quarter. Instead of that, it yielded but about | 
eight milliondollars. Six milliondollars of goods 
imported into the port of New York were thrown 
into warehouses and bonded, and, of course, do | 
notenter into consumption, oradd tothe revenue of 
the quarter. To that extent the anticipated rev- 
enue was diminished. This furnishes us a means 
of calculation as to the future. In these times of 
monetary derangement, and what is still worse, 
of political convulsion, it is impossible to make an 
accurate calculation, or an estimate approaching 
to what the reality may prove to be, orat least to 
make one which can be relied upon with anything 











all the lights before him, says he has estimated 
that it is not at all probable that we can derive 
from the revenue from customs from the Ist of 
January to the 30th of June, 1861, more than six- | 
teen million dollars. The duties from customs 
may not amounteven to that much- but that is the 
largest amount which he thinks .: safe to expect. 
Then, the revenue from publiclands is very much 
less than was anticipated. It was supposed, six 
months ago, that the revenue from public lands 
would amount to some two and a half million per 
annum. Insteadof that, the revenue for the last fis- 
cal quarter was but $250,000; and the Secretary, I 
i very prudently, estimates that we cannot 
realize more, at the most, than one million dollars 
from that source prior to the 30th of June next. 
From miscellaneous sources, he estimates that 
$400,000 may be expected. The very largest 
amount, then, of revenue from all sources upon 
which we can calculate up to the 30th of June 
next, isabout seventeen million four hundred thou- 
sand dollars; and even this may be reduced. Now, 
the demands upon the Treasury up to that time 
are estimated at $44,077,000. The demand for 
this sum will be occasioned, not merely by the 
ordinary and current expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, but by the necessity of providing for over 
nine million dollars of Treasury notes, under the 
act of 1857, which are now outstanding. On the 
lst January there were between eleven anu twelve 
million dollars outstanding and liable to be pre- 
sented. Of these, $2,500,000 were redeemed be- | 
tween the Ist and 14th of January. Nine mil- 


SSS SSS 





| estimated receipts of $17,400,000. 


The loan is for $25,000,000. That will leave 
nearly three and one third million more than the 


| Secretary hasat present estimated; but unforeseen 
| demands upon the Treasury may come in. The 


estimates have been made, not upon the actual 
appropriations, but the estimated expenditure 
under these appropriations. A larger sum, there- 
fore, than thus estimated may be called for at the 
Treasury. It is but proper that we should have 
a margin, a surplus to enable the Treasury to get 
along gecently. The bill is for $25,000,000. The 
time of advertisement is ten days, instead of thirty 
days, as was provided under the act of the 22d 
June last, and the stock may be negotiated at less 
than par. It is obvious that, if the Secretary be 
restrained to an advertisement of thirty days, he 
cannot receive any money during the continuance 
of this Administration; and this Administration 
will go out in disgrace, and the next come in with- 
out a dollar to carry on the Government. 

I apprehend, sir, that some Senators are of the 
opinion that the amount of this loan is too large. 
[ think I have shown that it is not so. Iam very 
well satisfied that it is not the desire of any mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance, or of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, or of the President, that 
any part of this loan should be appropriated to 
purposes of coercion. I do not see, indeed, what 
portion of it could be so used; since the amount 
to be retained in the Treasury, if these estimates 
are aliogether accurate, would be less than the 
amount which it has been usyally considered 
proper to have at*the command of the Govern- 
ment to meet unforeseen demands. At all events, 
it is a very small excess above what will be abso- 
lutely required in all human probability; certainly 
not such anamountas would justify the suspicion 
that it was intended to carry on war against the 
seceding States. I am very free to say that, if I 


| believed so, [should not have assented to the bill. 


I have no idea that this Union can be maintained 
or restored by force. Nor do I believe in the value 
of a Union which can only be kept together by 
dint of military force. I have not, therefore, given 
my consent to this bill, except as I believe that it 
is necessary for the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, without reference to unusual military 
operations, 

If any explanations are necessary, which I have 


| not given and which I can give, I will do so with 


pleasure. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I sup- 


| pose the immediate question is on the amendment 


proposing an additional section? 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the ques- 
tion. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, Of that the Senator has 
not spoken. I presume there is no very consid- 
erable difference of opinion between the two sides 


| of the Chamber, with reference to the propriety 


of the loan itself. After the statement made by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, every- 
body must understand that the amount of money 
asked for is necessary to the ordinary working of 
theGovernment. Theactual appropriations will 
take about twenty-two million dollars, as stated, 
and $3,000,000 is not a very large margin for un- 
expected calls that may be made, and always are 
made, upon the Treasury, especially in the present 
state of the revenues of the country. Therefore, 
so far as the $25,000,000 are concerned, I suppose 
no one can doubt the propricty of passing a bill 
to borrow that amount of money. 

The question arises—the only question that 
there was in the committee, and which arose, in 
fact, after the committee had agreed to report the 
bill—whether it is expedient to repeal the previous 
loan bill—the act of last June, authorizing a loan 
of $20,000,000—or to leave thatasit stands. With 
reference to that, the explanation is very simple. 
The expenditure of any money that may be ob- 
tained under that billis limited to one specific ob- 
ject, which is the retirement of the $20,000,000 of 

reasury notes then outstanding. It can be appro- 
priated to nothing else. As we all know, we failed 
to get the money under that bill, for reasons which 
are very well understood by all. Consequently, 








742 


bill authorizing an issue of $10,000,000 more of | 
Treasury notes, to meet demands upon the Treas- 
ury, principally oecasioned—in fact altogether 
oceasioned—by the failure to get the money “inder 
the previous loan bill. When that bill was pcssed, 
in December, it provided that the money which 
might be obtained under the loan bill of June last 
should be appropriated, as well to the retirement 
of those notes—the $10,000,000—which we then 
authorized, as the others. ‘Tinat was provided for 
distinetly. 


which we now propose to borrow will take up all 
the outstanding Treasury notes now due or which | 

may become due within a very short period— 
about nine million dollars of them—and is de- | 
signed to cover that amount: whether we should 
repeal the bill of last June or leave that to operate, 
in order to meet the $10,000,000 which will become 
due next December. That is the simple question. | 
The answer to that will depend simply upon | 

whether we believe, in the present condition of 
things in the country, and as the country will un- | 
uestionably remain for a’very considerable por- | 

tion of the year in an unsettled state, so far as 
our revenues from importations are concerned, it | 
is probable that the present tariff, if it stands, or | 
any new one that we may pass, will be likely to 
produce revenue enough, not only to mect the | 
current expenses of the Government next year, 
but also to pay this debt of the present Adminis- | 
tration, which is left open, of $10,000,000. The | 
| 


House of Representatives thought it was best to 
leave this, in order, if the credit of the country im- | 
proves, to pay the $10,000,000, to have something | 
provided to meet them when they come duc to save 
the necessity of future legislatién; and they ac- 
cordingly left that bill as it is... ‘The amendment | 
is to repeal that bill, and to leave these $10,000,000 | 
of Treasury notes to take their chance on the | 
Treasury hereafter—next December—when they | 
become due. I think it would be very unwise to | 
do it; there i# no necessity for doing it; on the | 
contrary, the necessity is rather for letting it re- 
main as it is. I am, therefore, opposed to the | 
amendment. 
Mr. PEARCE. As for the Treasury notes | 
which were issued in December last, and inJan- | 
uary of the present year, it will be recollected that 
they bear a very extraordinary rate of interest— 
twelve per cent. I think, most of them, though 
some are ata lessrate, It is not to be supposed 


that these Treasury notes will come upon the || 


Treasury for redemption at the close of the pres- 
ent year, They will be redeemed when the Gov- 
ernment shall have funds to redeem them, and the | 
Treasury shall advertise that itis ready to do so. | 
No one that holds a Treasury note of the United | 
States Government, bearing eleven or twelve per | 
cent. interest, will think of presenting it until re- 

quired to do so. The other Treasury notes— 

those issued under the act of 1857—now in mar- | 
ket and outstanding, amounting to over nine mil- | 
lion dollars, are provided for in the $25,000,000 | 
loan bill, which is now before the Senate. I do | 
not think any loan at all is necessary at this time 
to provide for the Treasury notes issued last De- | 
cember and January, since it must be obvious to | 
every one that they will remain out. 

The act of June 22, 1860, was required only | 
for the purpose of paying off the Treasury notes | 
which had been issued under former acts; and I | 
have shown that they have all been redeemed al- 
ready, except these $9,000,000, and provision is 
made for them by this loan of $25,000,000. Then, 
sir, if the service of the Government beyond the 
30th of June next be taken into consideration, it 
must be remembered that there is another bill 

ending in which there is provision for another 
arge loan—a bill reported by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons.) The act of June 
22, 1860, besides, is impracticable; in the present 
condition of the country, or in any condition in 
which it is likely to for some months, it 
cannot be of any avail. It seems, therefore, to 
be unnecessary to let it remain on the statute- 
book. 

If peace be restored to the country; if our po- 
litical relations resume their former condition, 
prosperity will return, too; and, under any tariff, 
either that which now exists, oreven the one pro- 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island, 1 take it, 
there will probably be cnough revenue for the cur- | 


residue of this fiscal year in another bill. 


rentsupport of the Government; and I do not think 
| itisadvisable for Congress to be making provisions 
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in December last, we were obliged to pass another | 





| for loans beyond the evident necessity and uses ° 
| of the Government. I think, therefore, that while \| give money for it whenever he redeems it, and he 


| this bill is intended asa substitute, in part, for the || 
bill of June 22, 1560, we should repeal the act of | 


June 22d as useless, and as indicating a condition 
of things not actually existing. We substitute 


|| for it what isuch better, because it is efficient; 


_ because we can probably realize the money at 


| some rate under it, unless the blindness of polit- 


; | ical hostility shall still further impair the credit 
The question now arises, a» the $25,000,000 i} 


of Government. I take it for granted that before 
| the end of this session, if it be necessary, though 
I can hardly anticipate that, it will be competent 
for Congress to provide additional loans, and 
those who have the power in both branches of 
Congress will be able to effect it at any time they 
may desire. I think, therefore, it is better to pass 
this amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave no objection to this 
| loan bill, provided the amendment of the Senator 
_ from Maryland be adopted, although it be notgiven 

»recisely in the shape in which the Secretary of the 
| reasury asked for it. He asked that Congress 

should make the authority that now exists for bor- 
rowing the $13,900,000, not yet negotiated, of the 
loan of }ast year available, and to provide er 
he 
House of Representatives did not choose to give 
it to him in that form, but sent up a loan bill for 
$25,000,000; still leaving this authority existing 
on the statute-book. Inasmuch as this $25,000,000 
is more than he asked for—because what he did 
ask for was between twenty-one and twenty-two 
million, which he said would be enough till the 
Ist of July—it seems to me that this is enough to 
ive him; and I think we ought to repeal the ex- 
isting authority which is upon the statute-book. 
At this time it cannot be used. It requires that 
five per cent. stock shall be put out at par, which 
cannot be done. In that shape, it cannot be avail- 
able to redeem the Treasury notes, as the Senator 
from Maryland has said: because every man 
would rather hold on to a Treasury note at twelve 
er cent, interest than take stock at five per cent. 
inexchange for it, which would not probably sell 
for more than eighty-three or eighty-four. It is 
therefore of no use in that regard; but we leave 
an authority upon the statute-book which is of no 
use in time of financial difficulty, and which, if it 
ever becomes of use, will be ata time when things 
are restored; and then there will be this authority 
to the Secretary, when, perhaps, he ought not to 
| haveit. Itis better, therefore, 1 think, to repeal it. 
I believe we ought to give him what he asks for, 
and nothing more. Iam willing to give him a loan 
of $25,000,000; because I do not ee as it 
will be sokd to the lowest bidder, that he will get 
more than $22,000,000. I suppose he will hard] 
get more than ninety or ninety-one for it, whic 
would bring the sum he wants. I am willing, 
therefore, to agree to the loan of $25,000,000, pro- 
vided the other is repealed. 

Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator from 
Rhode Island allow me a moment to make an 
explanation? 

r. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, ifit is true, 
as the Senator from Virginia supposes, that the 
act of June last, as it stands now, will not raise 
the money at the rate of interest fixed, it certainly 
can do no harm. It cannot become operative until 
the Government shall be in better credit, or money 
more err 

Mr. HUNTER. When it is in better credit, 
the Government does not want it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am in hopes it will be 
in better credit by that time. Now, sir, although 
itis notlikely that aman would exchange a Treas- 
ury note bearing ten or twelve per cent. interest 
for a bond bearing five, | suppose the Senator is 
aware that we have the power, if we choose, to 
redeem those notes at the end of one year, and 
then the interest ceases. They do not go on in- 
definitely, as long as a person chooses to hold 
them. ‘To be sure, they are issued for a year, 
and for that period they bear this rate of interest; 
but it will be our interest to have the money, and 
to retire those netes as early as practicable; and 
if we can then exchange an instrument bearing 
five or six per cent. for one bearing ten or twelve, 


I suppose it would be a good bargain 








Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator Suppose 
that we would exchange a bond bearing five per 
cent. for a Treasury note? He would have to 


can only get money through this loan by sellin 
it for money; and he cannot sell it except be 
ar. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And if we cannot sei] 
except at a ruinous rate, we ought not to sell at 
all. What I contend for is the power to raise the 
money, in case it should be found necessary and 
practicable to raise it, at a reasonable rate of jn. 
terest; that is all. a. 

Now, sir, I believe, or at any rate [ hope—yes, | 
say I believe—the couniry will be in a condition 
before these notes become payable, in which the 
money can be raised, and raised without diff- 
culty; for the credit of this Government wil! be 
better. I think, in that case, it would be quite 
as well to provide the power to raise the mone 
as it would to let these notes remain out. To be 
sure, Congress will meet again at that particular 
time; but I should greatly prefer to have the books 
properly posted. Let the debt of this Administra- 
tion be provided for by this Administration, and 
not take this off the statute-books and compe! the 
incoming Administration to pay a debt that you 
contracted. That is the simple question about it, 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not a Treasury note as 
much a debt as a bond? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly; but it will 
be under the law you pass for your purposes. It 
does not change the nature of the debt, but the 
statement of the account will be more readily and 
easily made and understood; and certainly ,accord- 
ing to the Senator’s own showing, it does no harm 
with reference to that matter. i do not suppose 
it to be of very great importance, for you can pass 
a billatany period. There is no difficulty in pass- 
ing bills to borrow money, if anybody is willing 
to loan it, to pay the actual debts pressing upon 
us; but one argument made by the chairman of 
the committee is, that here are $20,000,000 of a 
loan re for in the newetariff bill that has 
come here. Will not the same objection be made 
to that? Does the Senator intend to say he means 
to vote for those $20,000,000 ? 

Mr. PEARCE. Perhaps not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Or does the Senator from 
Virginia mean to say that he will vote for the 
$20,000,000 provided for there? Notatall. We 
shall find them opposing that proposition in that 
bill precisely in the same way. What I want to 
do, if possible, is to provide for this in advance, 
or let it stand provided for, if this will do it. If 
it will not, we must find some other mode. Iam 
not certain that it will, but, at any rate, it can be 
tried. It-can dono harm. Ifthe money cannot 
be raised*at that rate, of course it cannot be had 
and cannot be expended, and we must try some 
other way. If it can, it is proper the incoming 
Administration should have the power to raise it 
to meet these notes at the time they become due, 
by exchanging money procured at the rate of five 

er cent. interest, for notes for which we are pay- 
ing ten or twelve per cent. That is all there is 
about it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Rhode Island yielded the floor to the Senator from 
Maine. 


low 


Mr. SIMMONS. I yield to the Senator from 
Virginia. 
Mr. MASON. I only want to saya word. | 


wish to understand this subject. If I do under- 
stand it, the matter presents itself thus: in June, 
1860, Congress passed a Jaw authorizing the loan 
referred to by the chairman of the Committee 00 
Finance. If that loan had been made, a large por- 
tion of the present loan would not be wanted. 
that loan had been made, they would not have 
asked for the money they now ask for, or a large 
portion of it. Why was it not made? It was not 
made because it was found that the provisions of 
the bill would not invite bids for the loan. The 
state of the country became altered; and money 
could not be obtained upon the terms whieh the 
act of June, 1860, contemplated. Therefore, *s 
L learn from the chairman of the committee, the 
present bill is reported in truth as a substitute pr? 
tanto for the law of June, 1860. If that law had 
done the office expected of it, a large portion 0! 
this loan would not have been asked for. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And the $10,000,000 
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8 which we have been obliged to put out since De- proposing to authorize can be negotiated on bet- } will cease, and that we shall pass the bill. Imod- 
c cember would not have been put out, || ter terms if we repeal the act of June 22, 1860. | ify my motion aceordingly. 
o Mr. MASOM. That may be; but to theextent || It will startle capitalists to see that this Govern- The VICE PRESIDENT. If that be the gen- 
e of $10,000,000, new loans have supplied the func- || ment is obliged to borrow everything with which || eral understanding, the consideration of the pres- 
g tions of this other law of last year, But the Sen- || to support the Government for the next year, and ent bill may be proceeded with until half past one 
W ator from Maine asks that we shall not only pro- | that it is obliged to provide now m ad vance for || o’clock. [** Agreed !”’ ; 
yide these $25,000,000, but thatwe shall allow that | expenses which will not come upon us fora year || Mr.SIMMONS. IT was saying that the chair- 
l, law to remain upon the statute-book until, by some | or two. I think this will stagger the faith of cap- || man of the Committee on Finance can have no 
at reviving condition of the country, it can again be italists and impair the credit of the Government; || hope that, by any revenue bill we may pass, we 
1e called into life. Now, he says, as | understand | and looking at it only in that light, it seems tome | can expect to get enough money to meet the ex- 
id him, it ought to remain there as a memorial of the’ | that it is eminently proper that we should repeal | peases of the Government in the nextten months. 
n= doingsof the present Administration, when it shall || the act of June 22, 1860. But Ido not think that Now, | would ask the chairman of the commit- 
cease to exist. | any such amount of loans will be necessary, un- || tee, If he would have any objection to accepting 
i Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no; I said no such || less the interest and passion of political strife over- the pledge that I will give him, that, if he will 
ny thing. || come all prudence and patriotism. Let Congress || waive this amendment for the present, | will agree 
ve Mr. MASON. In substance. | adjust pending political difficulties, and the full || to insert it in the other bill when it comes up? 
h- Mr. FESSENDEN: No; notin substance. || tide of general prosperity will soon be in return- Mr. PEARCE. 1 do not hear the Senator. 
be Mr. MASON. A debt this Administration had || ing flow. For any further loan necessary for the Mr. SIMMONS. I say, if the Senator from 
te created. || ordinary operations of Government, I will cheer- || Maryland will withdraw this amendment, to- 
y Mr. FESSENDEN. Exactly. || fully vote hereafter. | morrow, when the other bill comes up, | will agree 
be Mr. MASON. Thatitis a memorial of whatthis | Mr. SIMMONS. I should prefer not to have || to renew it on that, and to provide in that bill that 
ar Administration did. Sir, it will be a memorial || this amendment put in this bill. I intended, after || the loan bill of last year shall be repealed; and if 
ks that will be illusory, and mislead those who rely || the passage of this bill, when the other bill which || I cannot convince that Senator thatthe loan which 
‘a- upon it; because the truth will be that, becoming || has been alluded to, reported from the select com- | the bill referred to provides for, is wanted, by facts 
nd dead by the altered condition of the country, we || mittee, of which I was a member, should come up, | and figures, | will agree to reduce it to his salis- 
he supplied its place by living matter. | to make provision in it for the repeal of this very || faction 5 : 
ou Now, sir, | confess I do not like the plan of || law of last June. I see nowa disposition to re- || Mr. PEARCE. I have no authority to with- 
it. providing these large sums of money at the ruin- || peal the law that authorizes the issuing of bonds || draw the amendment. Itis by the direction of the 
as ous rates at which money is now provided, The || for the paymeut of the Treasury notes which will || committee that | have submitted it. If the Sen- 
condition of the country isaltered. The propor- || be due next January. It is proposed now to re- || ator will allow the vote to be taken, [suppose we 
rill tions of the Government have been curtailed, and || peal it when we pass a bill for the redemption of || shall soon dispose of this bill, and he can monty fh 
It very materially and seriously curtailed. Thereis || the notes which are due from this time to June; || his bill accordingly. Ldo not see that it will 
he a high degree of probability that that curtailment || and, at the same time, | see a disposition not to || inake much difference. 
nd will go on, and that by the 4th of March this Goy- || grant anything to pay those which will be due, || Mi.SIMMONS, If this is stricken out, I agree 
rd- ernment will not exhibit the dimensions that the || at twelve per cent. interest, in January next. || that this loan is not wanted, and will not proba- ! 
rm Government had on the 4th of March last. The || Now, I should like the chairman of the Commit- || bly be wanted, if the bill that I reported last week ee 
ose consequence is, the public mind is unsettled asto || tee on Finance to give his opinion whether, in || be passed. Unless it is, hs leave yourselves 
ass the condition of the Government, asto its ability, || case the loan portion of the bill reported from the || without any provision. If the chairman of the 
\SS- its solvency. ‘The simple fact appears that not || select committee should not be passed, he does || committee would agree to withdraw this amend- _ 
ing only is State credit far superior to the credit of || not believe it will be indispensable to have money || ment, | would consent to renew it in that bill. 
pon the combined States, but individual credit is supe- || from some other source to redeem those notes, or | Several Senators. He has not the power, 
1 of rior to both, Any individual can go into the mar- || else Jet them remain at an interest of twelve per || Mr. SIMMONS. Very well; let us take a vote 
of a ket, as | understand, offering substantial private || cent.? There is no possibility, by any means, || on it. I wish, however, to make one statement 
has security, and obtain money upon better terms than || that the new bill, or the bill we have now on the || about the amount of this loaa, which I think was 
ade any of the States or the Federal Government. In || statute-book, as a revenue measure, can be ex- || omitted to be made. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ans that state of things, it seems to me that the ex- || pected to bring in enough to support the Govern- || ury estimated that he would want about twenty- 
penditures of the Government provided for ought || ment, under the present aspect of affairs. | two million dollars. Since then we have passed 
to be most seriously guarded in making new loans. || The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator || appropriations which he did not include in the 
rom [ have the assurance of the chairman who reported, || from Rhode Island pause a moment? The Chair || estimates—one of nearly a million dollars for the 
the this bill, in whom I have great confidence, that || had forgotten the special order which was made || return of captured Africans, and other appropri- 
We under no circumstances willany partof the money || for one o’clock, anu to which he must call the || ations of that kind not estimated for, amounting 
that now asked for be used for any new measures of || attention of the Senate. | to about three million dollars. They were not 
1t to the new Administration, ifsuch should be devised, | Mr. SIMMONS. I hope that will be allowed || included in his estimates of the 18th of January; 
nee, for the purpose of cvercion, force, under the idea || to remain a while, until we dispose of this bill. || and thatis the reason he asks for $25,000,000 now, 
lf of executing the laws in the States that have se- || I shall not occupy five minutes. to cover those appropriations that have been made, 
[am ceded. I shall, therefore, as at present advised, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must || or that are pending in one House of Congress or 
n be vote for the bill, provided the amendment prevails || call up the special order. It is subject to the || the other, over and above what he estimated for 
nnot which will extinguish the existing law authoriz- || action of the Senate. | two weeks ago; and this loan is calculated to sell 
had ing an additional loan. || Mr. PEARCE. I hope we shall postpone the || at par, and will sell at par, in my judgment. 
ome Mr. PEARCE. 1 will add one word. The || consideration of that subject, and proceed with || Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator say that the 
ning amount which remains to be negotiated under the || the present bill. 1 make that motion. Secretary of the Treasury asks for $25,000,000? 
ise it act of June 22, 1860, is nearly fourteen million | Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. How does the Mr. SIMMONS. I say that ths was made 
due, dollars. We propose, in this bill, a loan of || Senator get the floor? | $25,000,000 to cover the appropriations which 
f five $25,000,000. ‘That is $39,000,000. ‘The Senator Mr. PEARCE. | take it for granted the dis- have been made since his estimates. 
pay- from Rhode Island proposes, in his bill, another || cussion of this bill cannot consume a great deal Mr. HUNTER. The Secretary has only asked 
re 1s loan of $23,000,000. ‘That makes, altogether, || more time; and that there will be ample opportu- } fora sum between twenty-one and tweuty-two 
$60,000,000, and that, too, without reference to nity for the Senator from ‘Tennessee to make his || million. He has never asked for $25,000,000. 
the Treasury notes issued since the beginning of || speech after we shall have disposed of it. If the Mr. SIMMONS. He asked for $22,000,000, 
from this session of Congress. Does the Senator from || Senator desires it, | will move that we proceed || without knowing that these appropriations would 
from Maine think that the credit of the Government || with this bill untii two o’clock. 1 suppose in an || be made. 
of the United States will beimproved andstrength- || hour’s time we can dispose of it. There cannot Mr. FESSENDEN. He may not have asked 
from ened by such an exhibit as that? | be a large discussion. it in a communication to Congress; but the chair- 
_ Mr. FESSENDEN. I will answer the Senator || Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec. I understand || man of the Finance Committee knows what the 
d. I ina few words. In an ordinary time, I do not || that there was a special order for one o’clock, on || wishes of the Secretary are on the subject, 
nder- think the borrowing of $100,000,000, or the at- || which I was entitled to the floor. Mr. HUNTER. I think he has never asked 
June, tempt to borrow it, by the Government of the | The VICE PRESIDENT. That is so. it. The Senator is mistaken, 
> loan United States, would shake its credit at all. It Mr. PEARCE. 1 hope the Senator will allow Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Vir- 
ee on could go into market, and get it without the slight- || me to make the motion which | have suggested, || ginia bad better appeal to the chairman, before he 
e rer est difficulty in the world, and on favorable terms. || that we be allowed until two o’clock to-day to || makes these statements. . 
d. i At the present time, under the existing state of || continue the discussion of this bill. Mr. PEARCE. The Secretary of the Treasury 
have things, 1 think it makes very little difference. We Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I would rather || has never asked it, that | know, by any formal 
large can get what we want; but | suppose we shall have || go on. communication; but in his letter of the 18th of 
AS - to pay heavily for it. Mr. PEARCE. I hope the Senator will con- || January, he shows the necessity of it, I think; and 
rb Mr. PEARCE. This is an extraordinary time. || sider that itis very important that this bill should || L communicated to him on Saturday the fact that 
” The Government of the United States has had to | be passed speedily. ‘The old law requires thirty || a loan bill for $25,000,000 had been introduced, 
aes issue its Treasury notes at a rate of interest more || days’ advertisement. Here we are on the Sth of || and I received an answer from him in which he 
ht ; than double that which we paid on Treasury notes || February, and we ought to have this loan adver- || makes no objection at all; on the contrary, his 
ae, he in 1837, and certainly the exhibit of so great a defi- || tised at once, if it is to be made at all. If the || letter of the 18th seems to show, I think, that it is 
*' : clency of means as now requires these extraordi- | Government is to be supported, the loan ought to || necessary. 
ive rd nary Ee by loans amounting to $60,000,000, || be advertised promptly, and ten days is the very Mr.SIMMONS. I was merely going to explain 
w aw besides the $10,000,000 of Treasury notes issued || least time. | how these other $3,000,000 came tobe added, It 
ion ¢ Within the last two months, is not calculated atall | Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will make | was not with any view of making a discount of 
90,000 ‘o strengthen the credit of the Government of the | @ compromise. 1 will say half past one. | $3,000,000 cn this loan, as the Senator from Vir- 
hited States. The very loan which ‘ve are now | 
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the loan taken at par, or above par. I will not 

rotract the debate. I hope this amendment will 
»e rejected ; because the balance of the former loan 
will be indispensable, unless another bill passes; | 
and if that passes, I shall put an amendment in it | 
to repeal this law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment reported from the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. FITCH, (when his name was called.) 
Upon this question L have paired off with the 
Senator from lowa, [Mr. Gnrimes,] who is in at- 
tendance upon the Peace Congress—so called, I 
suppose, in contradistinction to this, which I fear 
will be known as the war or belligerent Congress. 

Mr. GWIN, (when his name was called.) 1 | 
eee off with the Senator from Oregon, (Mr. 

AKER,] before he left the city. I understand 
that he 
his seat, I shall not vote. 


as returned; but as I do not see him in 


The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 23; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wigfali—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Hate , Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—23. - 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


and the amendments were concurred in. 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time; and it was read 


the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the | 


agreed to the third and fifth, amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861; and had agreed to the second 
and sixth amendments of the Senate to the bill, 
with amendments, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the bill and amend- 
ments were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will now 


call up the special order, being the message of the 
President of the United States, communicating the 
resolutions ofthe Legislature of Virginia; on which 
the Senator from Tennessee is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, | 
on the 19th of December, I made a speech in the 
Senate, with reference to the present crisis, which 
I believed my duty to my State and to myself 
required. In making that speech, my intention— 
and I think I succeeded in it—was to place my- 
self upon the principles of the Constitution and 
the dactrines inculcated by Washington, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, Monroe, and Jackson. Having 
examined the positions of those distinguished 
fathers of the Republic, and compared them with 
the Constitution, I came to the conclusion that 
they were right; and upon them I planted myself, 
and wabte the speech to which I have referred, in 
vindication of the Union and the Constitution, 
and against the doctrine of nullification or seces- 
sion, which I look upon anemet political heresy. 
As far back as 1833, when I was a young man, 
before I made. my advent into public life, when 
the controversy arose between the Federal Gov- 
ernment and be State of South Carolina, and it 
became necessary for Andrew Jackson, then Pres- 
ident of the United States, to issue his proclama- 
tion, exhorting that people to obey the law and 
comply with the requirements of the Constitu- 
tion, I planted myself upon the principles then 
announced by him, which [ advocated on the 19th 
of December last. I believed that the positions 
taken then by General Jackson, and those who 
came to his support, were the true doctrines of the 
Constitution, and the only doctrines upon which 
this Government could be preserved. I have been 
uniformly, from that period to the present time, 
opposed to the doctrine of secession, or of nulli- 
fication, which is rather a hermaphrodite, but 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
The 


House had agreed to the first and fourth, and dis- 


approximates to the doctrine of secession. I re- 
peat, that I then viewed it as a heresy and as an 
element which, if maintained, would result in the 
destruction of this Government. I maintain the 
same position to-day. I then opposed the doc- 
trine of secession as a political heresy, which, if 
sanctioned and sustained as a fundamental prin- 
ciple of this Government, will result in its over- 
throw and destruction; for, as we have seen al- 
ready, a few of the States are crumbling and 
falling off. 

I oppose this heresy for another reason; not 
only as being destructive of the existing Govern- 
ment, but as being destructive of all future con- 
federacies that may be established in consequence 
of a disruption of the present one; and I availed 
myself of the former occasion on which I spoke, 
to enter my protest against it, and to do some- 
thing to extinguish a political heresy that ought 
never to be incorporated upon this or any other 
Government whieh may be subsequently estab- 
lished. I look upon it as the prolific mother of 
political sin; as a fundamental error; as a heresy 
that is intolerable in contrast with the existence 
of the Government itself. I look upon it as being 
productive of anarchy; and anarchy is the next 
step to despotism. The developments that we 
have recently seen in carrying this doctrine into 
—— I think, admonish us that this will be the 
result. 

But, Mr. President, since I made that speech 
ou the 19th of December, I have been the peculiar 
object of attack. I have been denounced, because 
Saas to be the first man south of Mason 
and Dixon’s line who entered a protest or made 
an argument in the Senate against this political 
heresy. From what I saw here on the evening 
when I concluded my speech—although some 
may have thought that it intimidated and discour- 
aged me—TI was inspired with confidence; I felt 
that I had struck treason a blow. I thought then, 
and I know now, that men who were engaged in 
treason felt the blows that I dealt out on that 
occasion. As I have been made the peculiar ob- 
ject of attack, not only in the Senate, but out of 
the Senate, my object on this occasion is to meet 
some of these attacks, and to say some things in 
addition to what I then said against this move- 
ment, 

Yesterday the last of the Senators who repre- 
sent what are called the seceding States, retired, 
and a drama was enacted. The piece was well 
performed; the actors were perfect in their parts; 
it was got up to order; I will not say that the 
mourning auxiliaries had been selected in advance. 
One of the retiring Senators, in justifying the 
course that his State had taken, made a very spe- 
cious and plausible argument in reference to the 
doctrine of secession. [allude to the Senator from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamin.] He argued that the 
sovereignty of that State had never passed to the 
United States; that the Government held it in 


‘trust; that no conveyance was made; that sover- 


eignty could not be transferred; that out of the 
gracious pleasure and good will which the First 
Consul of France entertained towards the Amer- 
ican people, the transfer was made of the property 
without consideration, and the sovereignty was 
in abeyance or trust, and therefore his State 
had violated no faith, and had a right to do pre- 
cisely what she has done. With elaborate prep- 
aration and seeming sincerity; with sweet tones, 
euphonious utterances, mellifluous voice, andgreat 
earnestness, he called our attention to the treaty 
to sustain his assumption. But when we exam- 
ine the subject, Mr. President, how do the facts 
stand? I like fairness; I will not say that the 
Senator, in making quotations from the treaty and 
commentiag upon them, was intentionally unfair; 
nor can I say that the Senator from Louisiana, 
with all his acumen, his habits of industry, and 
his great research, had not read and understood 
all the provisions of the treaty. In doing so, I 
should reflect upon his character; it might be con- 
strued as a reflection upon his want of research, 
for which he has such a distinguished reputation. 
The omission to read important portions of the 
treaty I will not attribute to any intention to mis- 
lead; i will simply call the attention of the Senate 
and the country to his remarks, and then to the 
treaty. The Senator, after premising, went on to 
say: 

“IT have said that the Government assumed to act as 
trustee or guardian of the psople of the ceded province, and 
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covenanted to transfer to them the sovereignt 

trust for their use and benefit, as soon Se ae ~ 
ble of exercising it. What is the express of bn 
treaty ?”? . 

He then read the third article of the treaty of 
cession of Louisiana, which erage merely for 
their incorporation into the United States; their 
protection in the enjoyment of their religion, &c.; 
and thus he commented on it: . 

* And, sir, as if to mark the true nature of the cession 

in a manner too significant to admit of misconstruction 
the treaty stipulates no price ; and the sole consideration 
for the conveyance, as stated on its face, is the desire to 
afford a strong proof of the friendship of France for the 
United States. By the terms of a separate convention sti 
ulating the payment of a sum of money, thie precaution is 
again observed of stating that the payment is to be made 
not as a consideration, or a price, ora condition precedent 
of the cession, but it is carefully distinguished as being a 
consequence of the cession.’’ 
_ Now, Mr. President, to make this matter more 
intelligible, and better understood by the country, 
it seems to me it would have been better to read 
the first article of the treaty, which commences 
thus: 

“The President of the United States of America, and the 
First Consul of the French Republic, in the name of the 
French people, desiring to remove all source of misunder- 
standing relative to objects of discussion,’’? &c. 


After reciting the othertreaties pending between 
France and the United States and Spain, they go 
on in the first article as follows: 

** And whereas, in pursuance of the treaty, and partieu- 
larly the third article, the French Republic has an incon- 
testable title to the domain and to the posssssion of the said 
territory, [that is, of Louisiana,] the First Consul of the 
French Republic, desiring to give to the United States a 
strong proof of his friendship, doth hereby cede to the said 
United States, in the name of the French Republic, forever 
and in full sovereignty, the said territory, with ail its rights 
and appurtenances, as fully and in the same manner as 
they have been acquired by the French Republic, in virtue 
of the above mentioned treaty concluded with his Catholic 
Majesty.”? 

Which was referred to in the preceding section. 
Now, sir, is there not a clear and distinct and ex- 
plicit conveyance of sovereignty, of property, of 

jurisdiction, of everything that resided in the 
irst Consul of France, to the people of the Uni- 

ted States? Clearly and distinctly the jurisdiction 

and control of that Government were transmitted 

absolutely by the treaty. Why not have read that 
art of the treaty first? That is the first article. 
he second article is in these words: 

“ Art. 2. In the cession made by the preceding article, 
are included the adjacent islands belonging to Louisiana, 
all public lots and squares, vacant lands, and all public 
buildings, fortifications, barracks, and other edifices, which 
are not private property. The archives, papers, and docu- 
ments, relative to the domain and sovereignty of Louisiana 
and its dependencies, wil) be left in ets of the 
commissaries of the United States, and copies will be 
afterwards given in due form to the magistrates and muni- 
cipal officers of such of the said papers and documents as 
may be necessary to them.” 

We see, then, in the first article, that property 
and sovereignty were all conveyed together, in 
clear and distinct terms. If there was a power 
residing anywhere to control the people and the 
poeperty of Louisiana, it was in the First Consul 
of France, who conveyed absolutely the sover- 
eignty and right of property to the people of the 
United States. Then we come to the third article, 
which the Senator read yesterday: 

“ Art. 3. The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be 
incorporated in the Union of the United States, and ad- 


mitted as soon as possible, according to the principles of 
the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, 
advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States; 
and, in the mean time, they shall be maintained and pro- 
tected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and 
the religion which they profess.” 

There is some order in that; one thing fits the 
other. There is the conveyance of sovereignty 
and property. There is a minute enumeration in 
the second afticle; and in the third article itis 
provided that as soon as possible, according to the 

rinciples of the Federal Constitution, they shall 
be incorporated into the Union, and projects in 
the enjoyment of the religion which they may 
rofess.. We see, then, how the thing stands. 
ave notall these things been complied with? But, 
by way of exonerating Louisiana from censure 
for her recent act of attempted secession, it 18 
urged that, when this treaty was made, there was 
no consideration; but that, out of the good will 
that the First Consul had towards the ay 
le, the sovereignty was given to us 10 ; 
that we ‘took the pro cae fa truats that we too 
everything in trust. Sir, the Federal Government 
took the property, and the sovereignty with it, 1 
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trust for all the States. But how does the matter 
stand? The retiring Senator’s speech—whether 
it was intended or not, I do not undertake to say 














chattel from one ‘ 
of April, 1803, when this treaty was made, what 
was the condition of Louisiana? It was then a 


_js calculated to make the false impression that | erp of the First Consul of France, subject to 


some time afterwards, perhaps in some other i 
treaty remote from that, some money was paid | 
sy the United States to France, out of the good } 
will that this Government had towards them. And 
yet, sir, on the same day—the 30th of April, 1803 
~—on which the other treaty was made and signed, 
the following convention between the United | 





States of America and the French Republic was 


nade: 
me The President of the United States of America, and the 
First Consul of the French Republic, in the name of the 
French people, in consequence of the treaty of cession of 
Louisiana, which has been signed this day, wishing to reg- 
ulate definitely everything which has relation to the said 


and was, perhaps, written out before the other 
treaty was signed. And what does the first article 
say? It says expressly: 

“Art. 1. The Government of the United States engages 
to pay to the French Government, in the manner specified 
in the following article, the sum of sixty million francs, 
independent of the sum which shall be fixed by another 
convention for the payment of debts due by France to the 
citizens of the United States.” 


What becomes of the specious plea, what be- 
comes of the excuse tendered here, that we took 
it simply trust, and that no consideration was | 

aid? 
(ook at Mr. Livingston’s letters, upon which these 
treaties were predicated; read his correspondence 
with Mr. edison, who was Secretary of State, 
and you will find that France demanded the sum of | 
100,000,000f. independent of what they owed the 
citizens of the United States; but after long nego- 
tiations, the First Consul of the French concluded 
to take 60,000,000f.; and the first two articles of 
the treaty which I have read are based upon the 
60,000,000f. paid by this Government in consid- 
eration of the sovereignty and territory, all of 
which was to be held in trust by the United States | 
for all the States. 

This was given to us out of the pure good will 
that Napoleon at that time had towards the Uni- 
ted States. Sir, he had great hate for Great Brit- 
ain; and by the promptings of that hate he was 
disposed to cede this territory to some other 
Power. He feared that Great Britain, whose 
Navy was superior to his own, would take it. He 
desired to obtain money to carry on his wars and 
sustain his Government. These considerations, 
and not love or partiality or friendship for the Uni- 
ted States, led him tomakethecession. Then what 
becomesof the Senator’s special pleading? From 
the Senator’s remarks, it may have beenconcluded 
that we gotitasagratuity. But after examining 
the State Papersand the correspondence, and look- 
ing at the tedious and labored negotiation previous 
to the making of the treaty, it is clear that at the 
time the first treaty was made, on the very same 
day, the consideration was fixed; and yet the Sen- 
ators tell us that at some other time a treaty was 
made notreferring to any amount of money agreed 
to be paid at this particular time, and that there- 
fore they are excusable and justifiable in going 
out of the Confederacy of these States. 

After all these things were enumerated, an ap- 

eal was made. It was a very affecting scene. 

ouisiana was gone; and what was the reason? 
Great oppression and great wrong. She could not 
Ft her rights in the Union, and consequently she 

as sought them out of it. What are the wrongs 
of Louisiana? What was the cause for all the sym- 
pathy expressed on the one hand, and the tears 
shed on the other? Louisiana was substantially 
presented to the country in a most pathetic and 
sympathetic attitude. Her wrongs were without 
number; their enormity was almost without esti- 
mate; they could scarcely be fathomed by human 
sympathy. It was not unlike the oration of Mark 
Antony over the dead body of Cesar. Weeping 
friends grouped picturesquely in the foreground; 
the bloody robe, the ghastly wounds, were con- 
jured to the imagination; and who was there that 
did not expect to hear the exclamation: “If you 
ae tears, prepare to shed them now?”’ (Laugh- 

r. 

_ Sir, what are the t wrongs that have been 
inflicted upon Louisiana? Prior to 1803, Louis- 
lana was transferred from Spain to France, and 
from France back to Spain—both property and 
Sovereignty—almost with the same facility as a | 





urn over to the American State Papers; || 


cession.”? 
This, be it observed, was made on the same day, 
| 





The United 
Came forward and paid to the 


e disposed of at his discretion. 
States did what? 


| First Consul of France 60,000,000f. for the terri- 


tory. The treaty was made; the territory was 
transfemed; and in 1806, in express compliance 
with the treaty, as soon as practicable, according 
to the terms of the Federal Constitution, Louis- 
iana was admitted into the Union asaState. We 
bought her; we paid for*ther; we admitted her into 
the Union upon terms of equality with the other 
States. Was there any oppression, any great 
wrong, any great grievance in that? 

In 1815—war having been declared in 1812— 
Louisiana was attacked; the city of New Orleans 
was about to be sacked and laid prostrate in the 
dust; ‘* beauty and booty’’ were the watchwords, 
She was oppressed then, was she not? Kentucky, 
your own gallant State, sir, (and, thank God | 
sheis standing erect now, )and Tennessee, (which, 
as I honestly believe, will ever stand by her Side 
in this struggle for the Constitutionand the Union,) 
in conjunction with the other States, met Pack- 
enham and hismyrmidonsupon the plains of New 
Orleans, and there dealt out death and desolation 
to her invading foe. What soil did we invade? 
What city did we propose to sack? Whose prop- 
erty did we propose to destroy? Was not Lou- 
isiana there gallantly, nobly, See and patri- 
otically defended, by the people of the United 
States, from the inroads Soll lad the sacking of 
a British foe? Is that defense one of her oppres- 
sions? Is that one of the great wrongs that have 
been inflicted upon Louisiana? 

What more has been done by this Govern- 
ment? How much protection has she received 
upon hersugar? In orderto give that protection, 
the poorest man throughout the United States is 
taxed for every spoonful that he uses to sweeten 
his coffee. How many millions, under the oper- 
ation of a protection upon sugar, have beén con- 
tributed to the wealth and prosperity of Louis- 
iana since she has been in this Confederacy? 
Estimate them. Is this another of her wrongs ? 
Is this another of her grievances? Is this another 
of the oppressions that the United States have in- 
flicted upon Louisiana? 

Sum them all up, and what are the wrongs, 
what the grievances which justify Louisiana in 
taking leave of the United States? We have de- 
fended her soil and her citizens; we have paid the 
price asked for her by the French Government; 
she has been protected in the production of her 
sugar, and in the enjoyment of every right that a 
sovereign State could ask at the hands of the 
Federal Government. And how has she treated 
the United States? Whatis her position? Upon 
her own volition, without consultation with her 
sister States, without even consulting with Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky, who defended her when 
she was in peril, she proposes to secede from the 
Union. She does more: in violation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, in despite of the 
plighted faith that exists between all the States, 
she takes our arsenals, our forts, our custom- 
house, our mint, with about a million dollars. 
Gracious God ! to what are we coming? Is it 
thus that the Constitution of the United States is 
to be violated? Forts, arsenals, custom-houses, 
and property belonging to all the people of all 
the States, have been ruthlessly seized, and their 
undisturbed possession is the sum total of the 
great wrongs that have been inflicted upon Loui- 
siana by the United States! 

Mr. President, when I look at the conduct of 
some of the States, I am reminded of the fable of 
King Log and the frogs.. They got tired of the 
log that lay in their midst, upon which they could 
bask in the sun, or from which they soba dive 
to the depth beneath, without interference. And 
these seceding States have got tired of the Fed- 
eral Government, which has been so profitable 
to them, and loathe the blessings which they 
enjoy. Seemingly, its inability to take care of 
itself created their opposition to it. It seems, 
the inability of the United States to defend and 
take care of its own property has been an invita- 
tion to them to take possession of it; and, like 
the frogs, they seek a substitute for their log. 


|| They prayed to Jupiter, the supreme deity, to 


send them another king; and he answered their 


rson to another. On the 30th 





| in the seceding States. 


| stork king, and so has Louisiana. 


| 
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_ thus this Government oppresses 
| tinaciously persisting in allowing those States to 


| mints. 
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prayer by sending them a stork, who soon de- 


voured his subject frogs. There are storks, too, 
South Carolina has her 
In the heavy 
appropriations they are making to maintainarmies, 


and in all their preparations for war, for which 


there is no cause, they will find they have brought 

down storks upon them that will Sarees them. 
What do we find, Mr. President, since this 
movementcommenced? Inabout forty-six days, 
since the first State went out until the last one dis- 
appeared—the 26th of January—they have taken 
from the United States, this harmless old ruler, 
one thousand and ninety-two guns, without any 
resistance, amounting to $6,513,000. They are 
very much alarmed at tha power of this Govern- 
ment. Thus the Government oppresses them; 
Louisiane, per- 


take all the guns, all the forts, all the arsenals, all 
the dock-yards, all the custom-houses, and all the 
Thus they are so cruelly oppressed. Is 
it nota farce? Is it not the greatest outrage and 
the greatest folly that was ever consummated since 
man was spoken into existence? But these are 
the grievances of Louisiana, I shall say nothing 


against Louisiana. Tennesseeand Kentucky have 


given demonstrations most noticeable that when 
she needed friends, when she needed aid, they were 
at her bidding. 

But in the acquisition of Louisiana there was 
another very importantacquisition, We acquired 
the exclusive and entire control of the navigation 
of the Mississippi river. We find that Louisiana, 
in her ordinance of secession, makes the negative 


| declaration that she has the control of the naviga- 


tion of that great stream, by stating that the navi- 


gation of the river shall be free io those States 


that remain on friendly terms with her, with the 


| proviso that moderate contributions are to be levied 


to defray such expenses as they may deem expe- 
dient from time to time. Thatis the substance of 
it. Sir, look at the facts. All the States, through 
their Federal Government, treated for Louisiana. 
The treaty wasmade Alithe States, by the con- 


| tribution of their money, paid for Louisiana and 


the navigation of the Mississippi river. Where, 
and from what source, does Louisiana now derive 


| the power or the authority to secede from this 


Union and set up exclusive control of the naviga- 
tion of that great stream which is owned by all the 


| States, which was paid for by the money of all the 


States, and upon whose borders the blood of many 
citizens of the States has been shed? 

This is one of the aggrieved, the oppressed 
States! Mr. President, is it not apparent that 
these grievances and oppressions are mere pre- 
tenses? A large portion of the South (and that 
pares of it I am willing to stand by to the very 
ast extremity ) believe that aggressions have been 
made upon them by the other States, in reference 
to the institution of slavery. A large portion of 
the South believe that something ought to be done 
in the shape of what has been offered by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky, or something 
very similar. They think and feel that that ought 
to be done. But, sir, there is another portion who 
do not care for those propositions to Neing about 
reconciliation, but who, on the contrary, have 
been afraid and alarmed that something wouid be 
done to reconcile and satisfy the public mind, be- 
fore this diabolical work of secession could be 
consummated. Yes, sir, they have been afraid, 
and the occasion has been used to justify and to 
carry out a doctrine into practice, which is not 
only the destruction of this Government, but 
which will be the destruction of all other povern- 
ments that may be originated, embracing the same 

rinciple. hy not, then, meet it like men? 

e know there is a portion of the South who are 
for secession, who are for breaking up this Gov- 
ernment, without regard to slavery or anything 
else, as I shall show before I have done. 

The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamr,] 
in a speech that he made some days since, took oc- 
casion to allude to some authority that J had intro- 
duced from General Washington, the first Presi- 
dent who executed the laws of the United States 
against armed resistance; and it occurred to him 
that, by way of giving his argument force, it was 
necessary to remark that I was not a lawyer, and 
that therefore I had not examined the subject with 
that minuteness and with that care and familiarity 
that I should have done; and hence that I had 
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introduced authority which had no application to 
the question under consideration. The proof that 
he gave to show that | had not examined the sub- 





ject carefully, was contained in the very extract | 


} 
that | had quoted and which he said declared that | 
General Washington had been informed by the 
marshal that he could not execute the laws; and 
from the fact of the marshal being incapable to 
execute them, General Washington was called | 
upon to employ the means, under the Constitution | 
and the laws, which were necessary to their en- 
forcement. 
distinguished Senator to inform the Senate and | 
the country that I was not a lawyer; but it was 
not necessary to inform anybody that read his 
speech and that had thHeslightest information or 
sagacity, that he was a lawyer, and that he was 
making a lawyer’s speech upon the case before 
him; not an argument upon the great principles 
of the Government. The speech was a complete 
lawyer’s speech, and the authorities were summed 
up simply to make out the case on his side; and he 
left out all those that would disprove his position. 
It required no very great acumen or sagacity to 
discover that he was a lawyer; and, on that occa- 
sion, | think he showed himself to be a lawyer in 
the proper sense of the term, for he made a law- 
yer’s argument, just suiting the case, leaving out 
and not noticing all authorities on the other side. 

That Senator yesterday seemed to be very seri- 
ous in regard to the practical operation of the 
doctrine of secession. I felt sorry myself, some- 
what. Iam always reluctant to part with a gen- 
tleman with whom I have been associated, and 
nothing had transpired to disturb between us those 
courteous relations which should always exist be- 
tween persons associated on this floor. I thought 
the scene was pretty well got up, and was acted 
out admirably. The plot was executed to the 
very letter. You would have thought that his 
people in Louisiana were borne down and seri- 
ously oppressed by remaining in this Union of 
States. Now, I have an extract before me, from 
a speech delivered by that gentleman since the 
election of Abraham Lincoln, while the distin- 
guished Senator was on the western slope of the 
Rocky Mountains, at the city of San Francisco. 
He was called upon to make an address; and I 
will read an extract from it, which I find in the 
New York Times, the editors of which paper said 
they had the speech before them; and I have con- 
sulted a gentleman here who was in California at 
the time, and he tells me that the report is correct. 
In that speech—after the Senator had spoken some 
tame with his accustomed eloquence—he uttered 
this language: 

«Those who prate of, and strive to dissoive this glorious 
Oonfederacy of States, are like those silly savages who let 
fly their arrows at the sun in the vain hope of piercing it! 
And still the sun rolls on, unheeding, in its eternal path- 
way, shedding light and animation upon all the world.” 

Even after Lincoln was elected, the Senator 
from Louisiana is reported to have said, in the 
State of California, and in the city of San Fran- 
cisco, that this great Union could not be destroyed. 
Those great and intolerable oppressions, of which 
we have since heard from him, did not seem to be 
flitting across his vision and playing upon his 
mind with that vividness and clearness po 
were displayed here yesterday. He said, in Cal- 
ifornia, that this great Union would go on in its 
course, notwithstanding the puny efforts of the 
silly savages that were Jetting fly their arrows with 
the prospect of piercing it. What has changed 
the Senator’s mind on coming from that side of 
the continent to this? What light has broken in 
upon him? Has he been struck on his way, like 
Paul, when he was journeying from Tarsus to 
Damascus? Has some supernatural power dis- 
closed to him that his State and his people will be 
ruined if they remain in the Union? here do 
we find the distinguished Senator only at the last 
session? On the 22d of May, last, when he 
made his celebrated reply to the Senator from Illi- 
nois, [Mr, Doveras,] the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, alluding to the contest for the Senate, be- 
tween Mr. Lincoln and Mr, Dovatas, said: 

«In that contest, the two candidates for the Senate of the 
United States, in the State of Ilinois, went before their 
people. They agreed to discuss the issues; they put ques- 
tions to each other for answer; and I must say here—for 
I must be just to all—that I have been su in the 
examination that I made again, within the last few days, 
of this discussion between Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Dovetas, 


to find that, on several points, Mr. Lincotn is a far more 
couservative man, unless he has since changed his opinion, 
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_and set down in a note-book, and got b 


| methodical, that well-digested speech ? 
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than I had bim to be. There was no dodging on 
his part. Mr. Dovevas started with his questions. Here 
they are, with Mr. Lincotn’s answers.” 

The impression evidently made on the public 
mind then, before the presidential clection, was 
that Lincoln, the rank Abolitionist now, was more 
conservative than Mr. Dovcras;and he said fur- 
ther, after reading the questions put by Mr. Lin- 
coln, and his answers to them: “ 

“Itis impossible, Mr. President, however we may differ 
in opinion with the man, not to admire the perfect candor 
and frankness with which the answers were given; no 


It may have been necessary for the || equivocation; no evasion.” 


Since that speech was made, since the Senator 
has traversed from California to this point, the 
grievances, the oppressions of Louisiana, have 
become so great that she is justified in going out 
of the Union, taking into her possession the cus- 
tom-house, the mint, the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river, the forts,and arsenals. Where are 
we? ‘Qh, consistency, thou arta jewel, much 
to be admired, but rarely to be found.” 

Mr. President, I never do things by halves. I 
am against this doctrine entirely. I commenced 
making war upon it—a war for the Constitution 
and the Union—and I intend to sink or swim upon 
it. [Applause in the galleries.] In the remarks 
that | made on the 19th of December, I discussed 
at some length the alleged right of secession. I 
repudiated the whole doctrine. J introduced au- 
thorities to show its unsoundness, and made de- 
ductions from those authorities which have not 
been answered to this day; but by innuendo and 
indirection, without reference to the person who 
used the authorities, attempts have been made to 
answer the speech. Let those who can answer 
the speech, answer the authorities; answer the 
conclusions which have been deduced from them. 
I was more than gratified, shortly afterwards, when 
one of the distinguished Senators from Virginia 
[Mr. Hunter] delivered aspeech upon this floor, 
which it was apparent to all had been studied 
closely; which had been digested thoroughly; 
which, in the language of another, had been conned 
note; 
not only the sentences constructed, but the lan- 
guage measured. Inthe plan which he proposed 
as one upon which the Government can be con- 


| tinued and administered, in his judgment, he 
brought his mind seemingly, irresistibly, to the 


conclusion that this doctrine of secession wasa 
heresy. What does he say in that able, that 
He goes 
over the whole ground. He has been reasoning 
on it; he has been examining the principle of seces- 
sion; he has gone to the conclusion to which it 
leads; and he is seemingly involuntarily, but irre- 
sistibly forced to admit that it will not do to ac- 
knowledge this doctrine of secession; for he says: 

*T have presented this scheme, Mr. President, as one 
which, in my opinion, would adjust the differences between 
the two social systems, and which would protect cach from 
the assault of the other. If this were done, so that we were 
made mutually safe, i, for one, would be willing to regu- 
late the right of secession, which I hold to be a right not 
given in the Constitution, but resulting from the nature of 
the compact. | would provide that before a State seceded, 
itshould summon a convention of the States in the section 
to which it belonged, and submit to them a statement of 
its grievances and wrongs. Should a majority of the States 
in such a convention decide the complaint to be well 
founded, then the State ought to be permitted to secede in 
peace. For, whenever a majority of States in an entire 
section shall declare that good cause for secession exists, 
then who can dispute that it oughtto take place? Should 
they say, however, that no good cause existed, then the 
moral force of such a decision, on the part of confederates 
of those who are bound to the complaining State by iden- 
tical and homogeneous interests, would prevent it from 
prosecuting the claim any further.” 


Sir, I quoted the Old Dominion extensively be- 
fore. 1 took the foundation of this doctrine and 
traced it along step by step, and showed that there 
was no such notion tolerated by the fathers of the 
Republic as the right of secession. Now, who 
comes up to my relief? When the States are se- 
ceding, when they are going off, the distinguished 
Senator from Virginia says, in so many words, 
that he admits the error, and the force of the prin- 
ciple that a State ought not to be permitted to go 
out of the Confederacy without the consent of the 
remaining membersé He says, however, that the 
right to secede results from the nature of the com- 
pact. Sir, I have read Mr. Jefferson, and I am 
as much inclined to rely on the former distin- 
guished men of the State of Virginia as I am on 
the latter. In the old Articles of Confederation, 
when the revenue required for the support of the 
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Federal Government was apportioned among the 
States, and each State’ had to raise its portion, the 
| great difficulty was, that there was no means |) 
which the States could be compelled to coutriluje 
their amount; there was no means of forcings the 
State to compliance; and yet Mr. Jefferson, in 
view of that very difficulty, said, in 1786: 
““Ithas been often said that the decisions of Congress 
are impotent, because the Confederation provides no com. 
| pulsory power. But when two or more nations enter into 
compact, it is not usual for them to say what shall be done 
| to the party who infringes it. Decency forbids this, ayq it 
is as unnecessary as indecent; because the right of com. 
ulsjon naturally results to the party injured by the breach), 

/herany one State in the American Union refuses obg_ 
dience to the Confederation by which they have ‘bound 
themselves, the rest have a natural right to compel them to 
obedience.” 

The Senator from Virginia says a State has the 
right to secede from the Union, and that it is g 
right resulting from the nature of the compact; 
but Mr. Jefferson said that even under the old 
Articles of Confederation, no State had a right to 
refuse obedience to the Confederacy, and that 
there was a right to enforce its compliance: 

* Congress would probably exercise long patience before 
they would recur to furce; but if the case ultimately re- 
quired it, they would use that recurrence. Should this 
case ever arise, they will probably coerce by a naval {i.rce, 
as being more casy, less dangerous to liberty, and less likely 
to peotece much bloodshed.”—Jefferson’s Works, vol. 9, 
p- . 

When was this? I have stated that it was un- 
der the old Articles of Confederation, when there 
was no power to compel a State even to contrily- 
ute her proportion of the revenues; but in that 
view of the case, Mr. Jefferson said that the in- 
jured party had aright to enforce compliance with 
the compact from the offending State, and that 
this was a right deducible from the laws of nature. 
The present Constitution was afterwards formed; 
and to avoid this difficulty in raising revenue, the 
power was conferred upon the Congress of the 
United States ‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises,’’ and the Constitution cre- 
ated a direct relation between the citizen and the 
Federal Government in that matter, and to that 
extent that relation is just as direct and complete 
between the Federal Government and the citizen 
as is the relation between the State and the citi- 
zen in other matters. Hence we find that, by 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, the citizen cannot even make a State a 
party to a suit, and bring her into the Federal 
courts. They wanted to avoid the difficulty of 
coercing a State, and the Constitution conferred 
on the Federal Government the power to operate 
directly upon the citizen, instead of operating on 
the States. It being the right of the Government 

to enforce obedience from the citizen in those mat- 
ters of which it has jurisdiction, the question 
comes up as to the exercise of this right. It may 
not always be expedient. It must depend upon 
discretion, as was cloquently said by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CritrenpEn] on one occa- 
sion. It isa matter of discretion, even as Mr. 
Jefferson laid it down before this provision ex- 
isted in the Constitution, before the Government 
had power te collect its revenue as it now has. | 
know that when, ona former occasion, I undertook 
to show, as I thought I did show, clearly and dis- 
tinctly, the difference between the existence and 
the exercise of this power, words were put into 
my mouth that I did not utter, and positions an- 
swered which I had never assumed. It was said 
that I took the bold ground of coercing a State. | 
expressly disclaimed it. I stated, in my speech, 
that, by (he Constitution, we could not puta State 
into court; but I saidahere were certain relations 
created by the Constitution between the Federal 
Government and the citizen, and that we could 
enforce those laws against the citizen. I took up 
the fugitive slave law; I took up the revenue law; 
I took up the judicial system; | took up the post 
office system; and I might have taken up the power 
to coin money and to punish counterfeiters, or tle 
power to laws to punish mail robbers. 
showed that under these we had power, not to 

ish a State, but to punish individuals as v!0- 
ines of the law. Who will deny it; who can 
deny it, that acknowledges the existence of the 
Government? This point, I think, was settled in 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Ableman vs. Booth. hen the decision of the 
Supreme Court is in our favor, we are very much 
for it; but sometimes we are notso well reconciled 
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to it when it is against us. %n that case the court 
decided: 

« But, as we have already said, questions of this Kind 
must always depend upon the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, apz not of a State. The Constitution was 


not formed merely to guard the States against danger from | 


foreign nations, but mainly to secure union and harmony at 
home ; for ifthis object could be obtained, there would be 
but little danger from abroad ; and to accomplish this pur- 
pose, it was telt by the statesinen wbo framed tie Constitu- 
tion, and by the people who adopted it, that it was neces- 


sary that many of the rights of sovereignty which the States 


then possessed should be ceded to the General Government; 
and that, in the sphere of action assigned to it, it should be 
supreme, and strong enough to execute its own laws by its 
own tribunals, without interruption from a State or from 
State authorities, 


And it was evident that anything short | 


of this would be inadequate to the main objects for which | 
the Government was established ; and that local interests, | 
local passions or prejudices, incited and fostered by indi- 


viduals for sinister purposes, would lead to acts of aggres- 
sion and injustice by one State upon the rights of another, 
which would ultimately terminate in violence and force, 


unless there was a common arbiter between them, armed | 


with power enough to protect and guard the rights of all, 


Sy appropriate laws, to be carried into execution peacefully | 
by its judicial tribunals.””—Howard’s Supreme Court Re- | 


ports, vol. 21, p. 516. 


When the fugitive slave law was executed in 
the city of Boston, by the aid of military force, 
was that understood to be coercing a State, or was 


it simply understood to be an enforcement of the | 
law upon those who, it was assumed, had violated 


it? In this same decision the Supreme Court de- 
clare that the fugitive slave law, in all its details, 
is constitutional, and therefore should ke enforced. 
Who is prepared to say that the decision of the 
court shail not be carried out? Who is prepared 
to say that the fugitive slave law shall not be en- 
forced? Do you coerce a State when you simply 
enforce the law? If one man robs the mail and 
you seek to arrest him, and he resists, and you 
employ force, do you call that coercion? If aman 
counterfeits your coin, and is arrested and con- 
victed, and punishment is resisted, cannot you 
execute the law? It is true thatsometimes so many 
may become infected with disobedience, outrages 
and violations of law may pe pay peles in by so 
many, that they get beyond the control of the 
ordinary operations of law; the disaffection may 
swell to such proportions as to be too great for the 
Government to control; and then it becomes a 
matter of discretion, nota matter of constitutional 
right. 

In this connection, I desire to introduce an au- 
thority from Virginia, for I do delight in author- 
ity from the Old Dominion; and from the indica- 


news that will convert my present hopes and my 
present exhilarated feelings into despair—she is 
going to make a stand for the Union and the Con- 
stitution. I delight in calling upon her for author- 
ity. In 1814 the doctrine that I am trying to 


inculeate here to-day was inculeated from Vir- || 


ginia; and I ask my friend from California to read 
an extract which I have from the Richmond En- 
quirer of the Ist of November, 1814. 

Mr. LATHAM read, as follows: 


“Tue True Question.—The Unionisindanger. Turn 
to the convention of Hartford, and learn to tremble at the 
madness of its authors. How far will those madmen ad- 
vance? Though they may conceal from you the project of 
disunion, though a few of them may have even concealed 
itfrom themselves, yet who will pretend to set bounds .o 
the rage of disaffection? One false step after another may 
lead them to resistance to the laws, to a treasonable neu- 
trality, to a war against the Government of the United 
States. In truth, the first act of resistance to the law is 
treason to the United States. 
of things? Will you support the men who would plunge 
you into this ruin? 

‘Noman, no association of men, no State or set of States 
has a right to withdraw itself from this Union, of its own 
accord. The same power which knit us together, can only 
unknit. The same formality which forged the links of the 
Union, is necessary to dissolve it. The majority of States 
which form the Union must consent to the withdrawal of 
any one branch of it. Until that consent has been obtained, 
any attempt to dissolve the Union, or obstruct the efficacy 
of its constitutional laws, is treason—treason to all intents 
and purposes. : 

“Any other doctrine, such as that which has been lately 
held forth by the Federal Republican, that any one State 
may withdraw itself from the Union, is an abominable 
heresy—which strips its author of every possible preten- 
sion to the name or character of a Federalist. 

“We call, therefore, upon the Government of the Union 
to exert its energies, when the season shall demand it—and 
Seize the first traitor who shall spring out of the hotbed of 
the convention of Hartford. This illustrious Union, which 
has been cemented by the blood of our forefathers, the 
= America and the wonder of the world, must not 

tamely sacrificed to the heated brains or the aspiring 
hearts of afew malcontents. The Union must he saved, 
when any one shall dare to assail it. 


Are you ready for this state | 





























| Countrynten of the East! we call upon you to keep a 
vigilant eye upon those wretched men who wonld plunge 
us into civil war and irretrievable disgrace. 





Whatever be | 


the temporary calamities which may assail us, let us swear, | 


upon the altar of our country, to save THE Unron.” 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 


| 


Mr. Presi- 


dent, I subscribe most heartily to the sentiment | 


presented by the Richmond Enquirer of Novem- 
ber 1, 1814. Then it was declared by that high 
authority that the Union was to be saved; that 
those persons who were putting themselves in op- 
position to the law were traitors, and that their 
treason should be punished as such. Now, sir, 
what is treason? Phe Constitution of the United 
States defines it, and narrows it down to a veTy 
small compass. The Constitution declares that 
‘treason against the United States shall consist 
only in levying war against them, or in adhering 
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| 


to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort.”’ || 


Who are levying war upon the United States? 


| Who are adhering to the enemies of the United | 


States, giving them aid and comfort? Does it re- 
quire a man to take the lantern of Diogenes, and 
make a diligent search to find those who have been 
engaged in levying war against the United States ? 
Will it require any very great research or obser- 
vation to discover thos@ who have been adhering 
to those who were making war against the Uni- 
ted States, and giving them aid and comfort? If 


there are any such in the United States they ought | 


to be punished according to law and the Consti- 
tution. (Applause in the galleries, which was 


in the chair.] g 
Dominion, used language that was unmistakable, 


_ that treason should be punished, springing out of || "Te -Seantnn SeadinVeummiann tt amtithel: in. tun 


| the hotbedof the Hartford convention. It wasall 
| right to talk about treason then; it was all right to 
| punish traitors in that direction. For myself, I 
| care not whether treason be committed north or 
| south; he that is guilty of treason is entitled to a 
| traitor’s fate. 

| But, Mr. President, when we come to examine 
| the views of some of those who have been engaged 
| in this work, we find that the foundation of their 


|, desire to break up this Government dates beyond, 


| and goes very far back of, any recent agitation of 
the slavery question. There are some men who 


want to break up this Government anyhow; who || 


| want a separation of the Union. There are some 
| who have got tired of a government of the people. 
They fear the people. ‘Take the State of South 


|| Carolina. Although she has had Senators on this 
tions that ere now visible—although it is possible || 
that before the setting of the sun I may receive | 


floor who have acted a portion of the time with 
the Democratic party, and sometimes with no 
party, there is, in that State, an ancient and a fixed 
opposition toa government by the people. They 
have an early prejudice against this thing called 
democracy—a government of the people. They 
| entertained the idea of secession at a very carly 
day; it is no new thing with them; it has notarisen 
| out of the slavery question and its recentagitation. 
Even to this good day, the people, the freemen 
of South Carolina, have never been permitted to 
vote for President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States. They have never enjoyed that great 
luxury of freemen, of having a voice in the selec- 
tion of their Chief Magistrate, 


I have before me an old volume. In the front- 


general in the American revolutionary war.’’ The 
book is entitled, ‘‘ Memoirs of the American Rev- 
olution, so far as it related to the States of North 
_and South Carolina and Georgia;’’ and the author 
is William Moultrie. 
ation, it will be remembered, were adopted July 





| bers of the Confederacy—a party to the compact. 
| Charleston was besieged during the revolutionary 
war, in 1779, by the British. The defense of the 
town had been kept up for a considerable length 
of time, and at last General Moultrie sent a mes- 
sage to the British commander, desiring to know 
‘*on what terms he would be disposed to grant a 
| capitulation.’? The answer of General Provost 
was submitted to the Governor, who summoned 
| a council of war, and the regult was the follow- 
ing message to the British commander: 
: CuarRtestown, May 12, 1779. 
Sir: I cannot possibly agree to so dishonorable a propo- 
sal as is contained in your favor of yesterday; but if you 
will appoint an officer to confer on terms, | will send one 
to meet him, at such time and place as you fix on. 


I have the honor tobe, &&. WILLIAM MOULTRIE. 
Brigadier General Provost. 








The Articles of Confeder- | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


j 
} 





ispiece I find a picture of ‘* William Moultrie, || 


Esgq., late Governor of South Carolina, and major || read from;a book called ‘‘ The Remembrancer, or 
iy . ‘ 


‘| Impartial Repository of Public Events for the 
| year 1780.” 





9, 1778. South Carolina was one of the mem- | 


' 
| 


| 


|| suppressed by the Presiding Officer, Mr. Fircu || y 
Mr. Ritchie, speaking for the Old || 


} 
| 
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This is to be found on pages 431 and 432 of 
Moultrie’s Memoirs. On the latter page he says: 


“When the question was carried tor giving up the town 
upon a neutrality, Pwill not say who was tor the question 5 
but this T well remember, that Mr. John Rdwarda, one of 
the Privy Council, a worthy citizen, and 1 very respectable 
merchant of Charlestown, was so affected as to weep, and 
said, * What! are we to give up the town at last?’ ”’ 





He says that he endeavored to get a message 
carried from the Governor and Council to General 
Provost. Those to whom he applied begged to 
be excused; but finally he pressed them into a 
compliance. ‘The message was: 

“To propose a neutrality during the war between Great 
Britain and America, and the question whether the State 
shall belong to Great Britain, or remain one of the United 
States, be determined by the treaty of peace between those 
two Powers.” 

The Governor, who was a major general, pro- 
posed a neutrality, and proposed to withdraw 
from the Confederacy, to desist from resistance 
to Great Britain, and leave it to the two Powers, 


in making a treaty, to say whether they should ; 


remain a colony of Great Britain or be one of the 
United States. At this early day, South Carolina 
was willing to go back and be subjected to the 
Crown of Great Britain under King George U1. 

Mr. WIGFALL. | ask the Senator merely to 
permit me to correct him as to a fact. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not yield 
the floor. 
Mr. WIGFALL. I do not intend to interrupt 
ou—— 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Ido not yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrc#.) 


| floor. 


Mr. WIGFALL. The Articles of Confedera- 


| tion were formed in 1781; that is all. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I have them 
before me: *‘Articles of Confederation and Per- 
petual Union;”’ and they end: ** Done at Phile- 
delphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, the 9th day 
of July, in the year of our Lord 1778.”’ 

Mr. WIGFALL. They were ratified in 1781. 
If you will read history and inform yourself, you 
will not fall into so many errors: 1781 is the 
time; | know it. £ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will just refer 


| to the document. 


Mr. WIGFALL. While the Senator is look- 


| ing over it, | will merely observe that 1 made the 
| correction out of kindness to him. 





Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee. 


I always pre- 


| fer having correct ideas, and selecting my own 


sources of information. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WIGFALL. The year 1781 was the time 
the Articles of Confederation were ratified. You 
were simply mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do notaccept 
the correction, nor have | very much respect for 
the motive that prompted it, Let that be as it may, 


| however, it does not change the great historical 


fact that at that day, instead of holding out with 
the other colonies who were members of the Con- 
federacy and engaged in the war, South Carolina 
was willing to enter into an agreement of neu- 
trality and go back under the protection of King 
George III. [have another documentthatI wish to 


In that year the people of Charles- 


| ton, a large number of them, in view of the dif- 
ficulties then upon the country, prepared an ad- 





dress, which lL ask my friend from California, who 
reads so much better than I do, to read for me. 


Mr. LATHAM read, as follows: 


To their Excellencies, Sin Henry Cuiiton, Knieht of 
the Bath, General of his Majesty’s forces, and Maniwor 
Arpurrunot, Esq., Vice Admiral of the Blue, his Ma- 
jesty’s Commissioners to restore peace and good govern- 
ment in the several colonies in rebellionin North America: 


The humble address of divers inhabitants of Charles- 
town: 

The inhabitants of Charlestown, by the articles of capit- 
ulation, are declared prisoners of war on parole; but we, 
the underwritten, having every inducement to return to 
our allegiance, and ardently hopirg speedily to be read- 
mitted to the character and condition of British subjects, 
take this opportunity of tendering to your Exceilencies our 
warmest congratulations on the restoryion of this capital 
and province to their political connection with the Crown 


| and Government of Great Britain ; an event which will add 


luster to your Excellencies’ characters, and, we trust, en- 
title you to the most distinguishing mark of the royal favor. 
Although the right of taxing America in Parliament excited 
considerable yerment in the minds of the people of this 
province, yet it may, with a religious adherence to truth, be 
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affirmed that they did not entertain the most distant thought | put under the ban, and their slave property to be 


of dissolving the union that so happily subsisted between 


them and their parent country ; and when, in the progress of | 


that fatal controversy, the doctrine of independency (which 
originated in the more northern colonies) made its appear- 
ance among us, our nature revolted at the idea, and we look | 
back with the most pain(ul regret on those convulsions that | 
gave existence to a power of subverting a constitution for 
which we always had, and ever shail retain, the most pro- 
found veneration, and substituting in its stead a rank de- 
mocracy, which, however carefally digested in theory, on | 
being reduced into practice has exhibited a system of ty- 
ranniec domination only to be found among the ancivilined } 


part of mankind or in the history of the dark and barbarous || 


ages of antiquity. 

We sincerely lament that, after the repeal of those stat- 
tutes which gave rise to the troubles in America, the over- | 
tures made by his Majesty’s Commissioners, from time to 
time, were not regarded by our late rulers. ‘T'o tbis fatal 
inattention are to be attributed those calamities which have 
involved our country in a state of misery and ruin from 
wiich, however, we trust it will soon emerge, by the 
wisdom and clemency of his Majesty’s auspicious Govern- 
ment, and the influences of prudential laws, adapted to the 
nature of the evils we labor under; and that the people will 
be restored to those privileges, in the enjoyment whereof | 
their former felicity consisted. 

Animated with these hopes, we entreat your Excellen- 
cies’ interposition in assuring his Majesty that we shall } 


giory in every occasion of manifesting that zeal and affec- || 


tion for his person and Governinent with which gratitude | 
can inspire a free eval ig (41 people. | 

Charlestown, June 5, 1780. 

{Signed by two hundred and ten of the principal inhab- | 
itants.}—The Remembrancer, part 2, 1780; page 84. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It will be seen, | 
from these two documents, what the early notions 
of the people of South Carolina were. There 
never was, and I doulst very much whether, with | 
a large portion of them, there ever will be, any | 
ideas of the people governing themselves. ‘They | 
had a great aversion at that day to the idea of a 
government of the people. It was repudiated; 
and in the document which has just been read, 
signed by two hundred and ten citizens of Charles- 
ton, they proposed to pass back under the British 
Government. This carries out the previous prop- | 
osition to remain with Great Britain by treaty 
stipulation, and not gothrough the revolutionary 
struggle with the colonies with whom they had | 
formed a confederation. 

Again: in 1833, under the pretense of resist- 
ance to the operation of our revenue system and 
to a protective tariff, they wanted to break up the 
Government. They were overruled then. Their 
pride was Senadabian that failure; and their de- 
termination was increased, whenever it was in | 
their power, to break up this Union, or go out of | 
the Government. This feeling, I have no doubt, 
has existed there from that period to the present 
time. When we turn to the debates which re- 
cently took place in the South Carolina conven- 
tion, we find that Mr. Maxcy Gregg, Mr. Rhett, 
and others, said that their reason for going out of 
the Union now dates as far back as forty years; 
some of them said thirty years, and some twenty. 
Mr. Gregg said, in the South Carolina conven- | 
tion, on the 21st of December last: 

“Tf we undertake to set forth all the causes, do we not 
dishonor the memory of all the statesmen of South Caro- 
lina, now departed, who commenced forty years ago a war 
against the tariff and against internal improvements, saying 


nothing of the United States Bank, and other measures, 
which may now be regarded as obsolete.”? 


* The secession of South Carolina is not an event of a 
day. Itis not anything produced by Mr. Lincoln’s elec- 
tion, or by the non-execution of the fugitive slave law. It 
has been a matter which has been gathering head for thirty 
years.”” 

Hence we see that there 1s a design with some 
to break up this Government without reference to 
the slavery question; and the slavery question is 
by them madea pretense for destroying this Union. 
They have at length passed their ordinance of 
secession; they assume to be out of the Union; | 
they declare that they are no longer a member of | 
the Confederacy. Now what are the other States 
called upon todo? Are the other States called 
upon to make South Carolina an exemplar? Are | 
those slave States who believe that freemen should 
govern and that freemen can take care of slave | 
property, to be “* precipitated into a revolution” 
Wy following the example of South Carolina? 

ill they do it? What protection, what securit 
will Tennessee, will Kentucky, will Virginia, will 
Maryland, or any other State, receive from South 
Carolina by following her example? What pro- 
tection can she give them? On the contrary, she 
indulges in a threat towards them—a threat that 
if they do not imitate her example and come into 
a new confederacy upon her terms, they are to be | 








subjected to restraint and restriction. What pro- 
tection can South Carolina give Tennessee? Any? 
None upon the face of the earth 

Some of the men who are engaged in the work 


of disruption and dissolution, want ‘Tennessee | 


and Kentucky and Virginia to furnish them with 
men and money in the event of their becoming 
engaged in a war for the conquest of Mexico. 
The Tennessceans and Kentuckians and Virgin- 
ians are very desirable when their men and their 
_money are wanted; but what protection does 
South Carolina give Tennessee? If negro prop- 
erty is endangered in Tennessee, we have to de- 
fend it and pay for it—not South Carolina, that 
has been an apple of discord in this Confederacy 
from my earliest recollection down to the present 
time, ore ee of everything, satisfied with 
nothing. I do not intend to be invidious, but I 
have sometimes thought that it would be a com- 
fort if Massachusetts and South Carolina could be 





} 
Mr. Rhett, on the 24th of December, said: 


chained together as the Siamese twins, separated 
| from the continent, and taken out to some remote 
and secluded part of the ocean, and there fast 
anchored, to be washed by the waves, and to be 


| cooled by the winds; and after they had been 
| 


kept there a sufficient length of time, the people 
| of the United States might entertain the proposi- 
| tion of taking them back. {Laughter.] They 
| seem to have been the source of dissatisfaction 
| pretty much ever since they were in the Confed- 
eracy;and some experiment of this sort, I think, 
would operate beneficially upon them; but as the 
are here, we must try to do the best we can wit 
them. 

Somuch, Mr. President, for South Carolina and 
Louisiana in this struggle. Ido not think they are 
setting examples very worthy of imitation. But, 
| sir, the speech that I made on the 19th of Decem- 
ber seems to have produced some little stir; and 
among other distinguished Senators, the Senator 
| from Oregon [Mr. Lane] felt it his duty, late in 
the evening, to make a reply to me. I do not see 
why it was called for from the Senator from Ore- 
_gon. I did not know that I had said anything 
| that was offensive to him; it was not my inten- 
tion to do so; it was an inadvertence, if I did. I 
| felt that I had just come out of a campaign in 
which I had labored hard, and in which I had ex- 
oe my money and my, time in vindicating 
1im and the present Vice President, who was a 
candidate for the Presidency, from the charge of 
favoring secession and disunion. Through the 
dust and heat, through the mud and rain, I trav- 
ersed my State, meeting the charge of the Opposi- 
tion that secession was at the bottom of this move- 
ment; that there was a fixed design and plan to 
break up this Government; that it started at 
Charleston, and was consummated at Baltimore; 
and the charge was made that my worthy friend 
—if I may be permitted to call him such; I thought 
I was his friend then—was the embodiment of 
disunion and secession. I met the charge. I 
denied it. I repudiated it. I tried to convince the 
people—and I think I did succeed in convincin 
some of them—that the charge was untrue; an 
that he and Mr. Breckinridge were the two best 
Union men in the country. I did not see what 
there was in my speech that should extort reply 
from him, who resided away North. I had not 
come in conflict with anything that he had said or 
done. When he was striking these blows at me 
without cause, | thought it was, at least, unkind. 
I may not have defended him to his entire satis- 
faction. It so turned out that we were unfortu- 
nate; we were defeated; but I was willing to stand 
like a man; to stand upon the Constitution and 
the Union, and, if I must fall, fall decently. Af- 
ter I had gone through the canvass; after I had 
defended the Senator, and sustained him with my 
voice and my vote, I thought it was strange that 
he should attack me in the manner he did. I felt 
like replying to him, on the spur of the occasion; 
but it was late in the evening, and by the time he 
had concluded, the Senate was tired out, and I 
declined going on. I preferred to let it pass, and 
submit to all the wrong and injury inflicted upon 
me. In his speech upon that occasion, the Sena- 
tor from Oregon made use of the following lan- 





“ He [alluding to myself] has spoken very handsomely 
of the gallant conduct of that glorious band, the northern 
Democracy of the country. who, tho in a minority at 
bome, have s for the rights of their southern breth- 
ren—for the equality and rights of all the States. I belong 


| 
! 
when he or any other gentleman raises that banner and at. 


fs 
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| to that portion of the people of this country ; See 

to that Eoacrebie gentleman that while oyun A aw 
constitutional rights of the other States of the Unies as 
they have always done, and as they will continue to do 
there is one thing that they will not do : they will not marc, 
under his banner to strike down a gallant, chivalrous and 

enerous people contending for rights that have bees 


used them by the other States of this Union. 4 


They 
not march with him under his bloody banner, or Me nin. 


olina when she may withdraw from a Confederacy that has 


j 
' 
i 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| coln’s, to invade the soil of the gallant State of South Gar. 
| refused her that equality to which she is entitled, as a mem_- 


ber of the Union, under the Constitution. On the contra 


| tempts to subjugate that gallant people, instead of marci). 

ing with him, we will meet him there, ready to repel him 
and his forces. He shall not bring with him the northern 
pepecsay strike down a people contending for rights 
that have been refused them in a Union that ought to ree- 
| ognize the equality of every member of the Contederacy,.»» 


I do not know that I used any argument that 
| should have caused a reply like that. Did any- 
| body hear me talk about a bloody battle? Did 

hear me talk about going down upon 
South Carolina? Did anybody hear me speak 





about coercing a State? No. 

| Mr. LANE. Will the Senator allow me a 
word? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I would rather 
go on, sir. Why, then, answer positions I did 
not assume, or attribute to me language that I did 
| not use? Was itin thespeech? No. Why, then, 
use language and assign a position to me which, 
if not intended, was calculated to make a false im- 
pression? What called it forth? What reason 
was there for it? 1 saw the consternation which 
was created. J looked at some of their faces. | 
knew that I had stirred up animosity, and it was 
important that somebody from another quarter 
should make the attack. If the attack had been 
upon what I said or upon the position I had as- 
sumed, I should have no cause to complain; and 
1 do not complain now. Sir, as young as I am, 
| I have lived down some men. have survived 
many misrepresentations. I feel that I have a 
conscience and a heart that will lead me to do it 
again. But when [had said nothing, when I had 
done nothing, to be struck by him whom I have 
vindicated, I might well have exclaimed, * That 
was the unkindest cut of all.”” 

Again: the Senator said: 

“Tf it should come unfortunately upon this country, in- 
augurated by 4 tyrant, who would like to conquer and hold 
American citizens as vassals, then I will say to that coward 
who would do it, ‘ You will walk over your humble ser- 
vant’s body first.’ 1 shall never cooperate with any portion 
of this country, North or South, that would strike down a 
people contending for their rights.” 

I march down upon South Carolina! Did I 
propose any such thing? No. War is not the 
natural element in my mind; and, as I stated in 
that speech, my thoughts were turned on peace, 
and noton war. I want nostrife. I want no war. 
In the language of a denomination that is numer- 
ous in the country, I may say I hate war and love 
peace. I belong to the peace party. I thought, 
when I was making that speech, that I was hold- 
ing out the olive branch of peace. I wanted to 
give quiet and reconciliation to a distracted and 
excited country. That was the object I had in 
view. War, I repeat, is not the natural element 
of my mind. I would rather wear upon my gar- 
ments the tinge of the shop and the dust of the 
field, as badges of the pursuits of peace, than the 

andy epaulet upon my shoulder, or a sword 
angling by my side, with its glittering scabbard, 
the insignia of strife, of war, of blood, of carnage; 
sometimes of honorable and glorious war. But, 
sir, I would rather see the people of the United 
States at war with every other Power upon the 
habitable globe, than to be at war with each other. 
If blood must be shed, let it not be shed by the 
people of these States, the one contending against 
the other. . 

But the Senator went on still further in that dis- 
cussion. Why it was necessary to follow up his 
attack upon me, I cannot tell.  Alluding to the 
Senator from Tennessee, he said: 


“ He took occasion to give an account of the action of the 
Senate upon certain resolutions introduced here, setting 
forth the principles that were made the issue in the late 
contest, and that were overridden and trodden down. He 
called the attention of the Senate to a proposition intro- 
duced by the honorable Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
Brown] to declare that now is the time for action; that ® 
law to be at this time rty in the 
Territories. it was my then that it would 
have been well to pass such a law, yet that Senator knew, 
and so did every other one, that it was impossible in this 
Cc to such a law. We might have passed such 
a bil through this body, but it could never have passed the 
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other. ‘Then it was our duty, as it was our privilege, to set 
forth the principles on which this Government reposed, and 
which must be maintained, or the Government cannot exist. 
They were the principles upon which this great battle was 
fought, that resulted in the election of Mr. Lincoln.” 

Before I take up that proposition in connection 
with what I said before, 1 wish to say here that, 
had the Senator avowed the doctrine prior to the 
jast presidentiat election that he avowed here in 
reply to me, expressing his secession and dis- 
union sentiments, I give it as my opinion that he 
could not have obtained ten thousand votes in the 
State of Tennessee in the last election, and I think 
I know whatI say. I give that, however, simply 
as my opinion. 

But tocome back to the point at which the Sen- 
ator speaks of the resolutions introduced by the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Dayis.] had 
referred to those resolutions to show that there 
was no occasion for this immediate secession with- 
out giving the people time to think or understand 
what was to be done. I thought so then, and I 
think so now; and I want to show what the Sen- 
ator’s views were then, and see what has brought 
about such a change upon his mind since. We 
find that while those resolutions were under con- 
sideration, Mr. CLincMan offered an amendment, 
to come in after the fourth resolution, to insert the 
following: 

** Resolved, That the existing condition of the Territories 
of the United States does not require the intervention of 
Congress for the protection of property in slaves. 

«On the question to agree to the amendment proposed 


by Mr. Brown, to wit: Strike out of the amendment the 
word ‘ not,’ 


‘««[t was determined in the negative—yeas 5, nays 43.” 

Now, by striking out the word “‘ not,”’ it makes 
the resolution read: 

‘* Resolved, That the existing condition of the Territories 
of the United States does require the intervention of Con- 
gress for the protection of property in slaves.’? 

Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, moved to strike 
out the word ‘* not,” thereby making it read that 
the condition of the Territories does require the 
protection of Congress for slave property; and 
upon the yeas and nays being taken on that mo- 
tionto strike out the word *‘ not,’ there were— 
yeas 5, nays 43. 

* On motion of Mr. CLineman, 


“The yeas and nays being desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present, 


“‘ Those who voted in the affirmative are: Messrs. Brown, 
Clay, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Yulee. 

“ Those who voted in the negative are: Messrs. Benja- 
min, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chandler, Chesnut, 
Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Fitzpatrick, Feot, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Ham- 
mond, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Ten Eyck, Toombs, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilson.” 

Thus, forty-three Senators recorded their vote 
during the last session of Congress that it was 
not necessary to pass a law to protect slavery in 
the Territories. The Senator from Oregon, in 
connection with other Senators, under the solemn 
sanction of an oath, declared that it was not ne- 
cessary to pass laws for the protection of slavery 
in the Territories. What right has South Caro- 
lina lost since the last session? What right has 
any State lost since the last session of Congress? 
You declared that it was not necessary to pass a 
law to protect them in the enjoyment of their 
property in the Territories; and now, forsooth, 
in the short space of two or three moons, you 
turn around and tell the country that States are 
justified in going out of the Union because Con- 
gress will not pass a law to protect them in the 
enjoyment of their property in the Territories, 
a said it was not necessary! That is 
what I call driving the nail in. [Laughter.] 1 
willremark, as I go along, that the eloquent and 
distinguished Senator who made his valedictory 

ere yesterday, on retiring from the Senate, voted 
for that identical resolution. This protection was 
hot necessary then. They said it was wholly 
unnecesary, But since that, they have waked up 
to a sense of its necessity, and resolved to secede 
if it should not be granted. To this same prop- 
osition Mr. Arsert G. Brown offered an amend- 
ment. Mark you, this is the 25th day of May, 

1860; and that is not long ago- 
3 a wey on to amend the resolution by 
of os @ world ‘resolved,’ and in lieu 


I wish I had the whole continent here to hear 
this paragraph. 
“That experience having already shown that the Con- 
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ment, do not afford adequate and sufficient protection to 

slave property; some of the Territories having failed, others 

having refused to pass such enactments, it has become the 
duty of Congress to interpose and pass such laws as will 
| afford to slave property in the Territories that protection 
which is given to other kinds of property.”’ 

That is a pretty clear proposition. Upon that, 
Mr. Brown made an argument, showing the num- 
ber of slaves in the Territories, and the action of 
the Legislatures, and concluded that if the time 
| ever would arrive, it was then before Congress, 

and they should passa law on the subject. What 
was the vote upon that? How does it stand? 
We find, after an argument being made by Mr. 
Brown, showing that the necessity did exist, ac- 
cording to his argument, the vote upon the prop- 
osition stood thus: The question being taken by 
yeas and nays, it was determined in the negative 
—yeas 3, nays 42. 

‘orty-two Senators voted that you did not need 
protection; that slavery was not in danger. 


“The yeas and nays being desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present, 


‘** Those who voted in the affirmative are: Messrs. Brown, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Mallory.’’ 

There were only three. Who said it was not 
necessary? Who declared, under the solemn sanc- 
tion of an oath, that protection was not needed ? 

_ “Those who voted in the negative, are: ‘* Messrs. Ben- 
jamin” — 

Ah! Yes; Bensamrmy !— 

“Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, Clark, Clay, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
Hunter?’— 

Hunter, of Virginia, also!— 

* Iverson, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane.’? 

Ah! [Laughter.] Yes, Lane, of Oregon, voted 
on the 25th day of last May, that slavery did not 
need protection in the Territories. Now he will 
get up and tell the American people and the Sen- 
ate that he is for a State seceding, and for break- 
ing up the Government, because they cannot get 
what.he swore they did not need. (Laughter.] 
That is what I call putting the nail through. 
{Laughter in the ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fircn in 

| the chair.) The galleries must preserve order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Then, after 
voting that it was not necessary to have a prop- 
osition to protect slavery in the Territories, the 
original proposition, as amended, was adopted by 
a vote of 35 yeas to 2 nays; thus voting all the 
way through, even to the final action of the Senate, 
that no such protection was necessary. You have 
not got protection, your rights, your equality; and 
then you tell me that I have done you injustice by 
defending you against the charge that you were in 
favor of a dissolution ofthe Union! Evenif you 
approved it, it would only show that I was mis- 
taken.- You deceived me that time; that was your 
fault. The nextiime it will bemine. I assumed, on 
that occasion, in reference to the act of ratification 
of the Constitution by the State of Virginia, that 
so far as | was capable of examining it, Virginia 
had made no reservation, no condition, in her rat- 
ification of the Constitution of the United States. 
I had examined the question; I had looked at all 
the authorities that could be found upon the sub- 

ject, and I could find no warrant for the asser- 
tion; but still the Senator from Oregon, in his reply 
to me, spoke with great familiarity of the pro- 
ceedings of that convention ratifying the Consti- 
tution, as though he understood it; and with great 
confidence said it had made areservation. I will 
read what he said: 

“That gallant old State of Virginia, that glorious Old 
Dominion, made a condition upon which she adopted the 
Constitution. It became a — of the compact. And 


not only Virginia, but New York, made the same condition 
when she adopted the Constitution; and Rhode Island 
also.”’ 

He spoke ene confidence in this reply to 
me. e then said: 

* Now, I would ask the honorable Senator from Tennes- 
see, if the time has not arrived when these States ought to 
resume the powers conferred on a Federal Government; 
or if it has not, I should like to know when the time can 
come.”? 

After declaring under the solemn sanction of an 
oath that no protection was needed, and nothing 
else has since transpired, he wants to know when 
the time will come, if it has not come, that they 
will be justified in breaking up this Confederacy ? 
I saw a good deal of the confusion that was here 
that evening; the books were run around and fig- 


stitution and the common law, unaided by statutory enact- | ured about. Sometimes a man had a great deal 


|| better read a thing and understand it 


| 


Foster, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, || 
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efore he 
pitches into it. I will not say that that is the case 
with the honorable Senator, for I should proceed 
upon the idea that he was laboring under the im- 
pression that he understood it exactly. It is not 
a very uncommon vwccurrence to be mistaken. 
Sometimes the mistake results from a want of ex- 
amination ; sometimes from an incapacity to under- 
stand the subject, and various other causes. So 
it is that it occurs very frequently we labor under 
false impressions. We find when we come to 
examine this subject of the ratification of the Con- 
stitution by Virginia, that a committee Was ap- 
pointed in the convention of Virginia, and that 
that committee reported a set of resolutions. They 
reported one resolution in lieu of the preamble 
That resolution is as follows: 

« Resolved, That previous to the ratification of the new 
Constitution of Government recommended by the late Fed 
eral convention, a declaration of rights, asserting and secur 
ing from encroachment the great principles of civil and 
religious liberty, and the inalienable rights of the people, 
together with amendments to the most exceptionable parts 
of the said Constitution of Government, ought to be referred 
by this convention to the other States in the American Con 
federacy fer their consideration.’’+Eiliot’s Debates on the 
Federal Constitution, vol. 3, p. 653. 


Here was a proposition making conditions; and 


| upon a vote to adopt this amendment it was voted 
| down—ayes 80, noes 88. 


Then what follows? 
The committee reported an ordinance adopting 


| the Constitution of the United States; but in their 


ordinance they go on and make a kind of pream- 
ble, or a whereas, a declaration as to their under- 
standing—not conditions, not reservations—but a 
declaration of their understanding. Whatdo they 


| say: 


** We, the delegates of the people of Virginia, duly elected 
in pursuance of a recommendation from the General As- 
sembly,and now met in convention, having fully and freely 
investigated and discussed the proceedings of the Federal 
convention, and being prepared as well as the most mature 
deliberations hath enabled us, to decide thereon’? 

Now, mark you— 


do, in the name and in the behalf of the people of Vir- 
ginia, declare and make known, that the powers granted 
under the Constitution, being derived from the people of 
the United States, be resumed by them whensoever the 
same shall be perverted to their injury or oppression,’’-— 
Elliot’s Debates on the Federal Constitution, vol. 3, p. 656. 

They declare, in behalf of Virginia, that the 
powers of the Constitution are derived from the 
people of the United States, to ** be resumed by 
them whenever they shall be converted to their 
injury or oppression.’’ Who is to resume them? 
The people of the United States. That idea was 
always inculcated by James Madison. What 
more do they say? This is not the ratifying 
clause. They say: 


* With these impressions” — 
Not these conditions, not these reservations— 


** With these impressions, with a solemn appeal to the 
Searcher of hearts, for the purity of our intentions, and 
under the conviction that whatsoever imperfections may 
exist in the Constitution, ought rather to be examined in 
the mode prescribed therein, than to bring the Union into 
danger by delay with a hope of obtaining amendments pre- 
vious to the ratification.” 

Now comes the ordinance of adoption; and 
what is it: 

‘6 We, the said delegates, in the name and behalf of the 
people of Virginia, do, by these presents, assent to and rat- 
ify the Constitution, recommended on the 17th day of Sep- 
tember, 1787, by the Federal Convention, for the govern- 
ment of the United States; hereby announcing toall whom 
it may concern that the said constitution is binding upon 
the said people, according to an authentic copy hereunto 
annexed in the words following.”’—Elliot’s Debates on the 
Federal Constitution, vol. 3, p. 

Is there any reservation or condition there? It 
seems to me that the sight of a man would be 
tolerably keen that could see a_ condition there. 
When was this? We find that Virginia adopted 
that on Tuesday, June 26, 1788. When did South 
Carolina come into the Union? Before Virginia 
did. If Virginia made a condition, South Caro- 
lina was already in. How matiy States were in? 
The covenant was formed and had been ratified 
Y nine States before Virginia came into the 

nion. The idea of Virginia Sppepding condi- 
tions after the Government was formed and the 
Constitution ratified by nine States! : 

But, to make this thing more clear, Mr. Madi- 
son, while in New York, received a letter from 
Mr. Hamilton, stating that he had some doubts 
as to the ratification of the Constitution by New 
York; that they wanted some conditions, and one 
condition was, that they might have the privilegeto 
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recede within five or seven years in the event cer- sippi to any people. The Senator from Oregon, | itself. ‘The Senator from 


tain amendments were not adopted to the Consti- || on that occasion, in reply to me, used the follow- 


tution. I should have remarked, before passing 
! 


to thia, that they adopted it, not wanting delay, 
and then went in the same committee to report a 
long list of amendments to be eulasiteeh: and 


some of them were ratified afterwards by the dif- | 
ferent States. Mr, Madison writes, in reply to 


Mr. Uamilton, and tells him, if the Constitution 
is adopted, it must be adopted in toto, without 
reservation or condition. 1am inclined to think 
Mr. Madison had some idea of this ordinance. I 
think he understood it. Here is his letter. That 
ordinance was adopted in Virginia, on June 26, 
1773, and, in reply to Mr. Hamiiton, in the fol- 
lowing July, Mr. Madison said: 


* The idea of reserving a right to withdraw was started 
at Richmond, and considered as a conditional ratification, 
which was itself abandoned as worse than a rejection.” 


Does not that show that I have put the correct | 


interpretation upon it?) James Madison under- 
stood it as being an abandonment. 1 would as 
soon rely pon his construction of the ordinance 
that brought Virginia into the Union as I would 
on that of the distinguished Senator from Oregon. 
I am inclined to think he was quite as familiar 
with the history of that transaction and with the 
whole subject as the Senator from Oregon, with 
al) his familiarity and astuteness on the subject. 
So much in answer to that portion of the Sena- 
toc’s argument. We find upon an examination, 
as L before remarked, that nine States had ratified 
the Constitution before Virginia came in. New 
York, North Carolina, and Rhode Island came in 


afterwards. Mr. Madison so understood it. The | 
fathers of the Republic so understood it.. The | 


country so understand it. Common sense so un- 
derstands it. Practuucability so understands it. 
Everything that pertains to the preservation and 


salvation of the Government so understands it, as | 
contradistinguished from the admission of this | 


doctrine of secession. _ 

_ But Jet us see how this matter travels along a 
litle. ‘The Government was formed; the Con- 
stitution was ratified; and after the Constitution 
was ratified and the Government in existence, 
there is provision made, for what? New States 
may be admitted into this Union, not upon an 
equality, at all; but, new States may be admitted 
into this Union. It being an express grant to 
admit, the exercise of a power, I say the Federal 
Government can exercise incidents that are ne- 
cessary and proper to carry the admission of 
States into existence pps such a basis as they 
believe the good of the Government demands. I 
am not so sure but the admission of a new State 
is Maced upon a different ground to what was the 
admission of States coming in originally ratifying 
the Constitution. As the Senator seems to be so 
familiar with things of this sort, I will refer to 
the act admitting the State of Alabama: 

Au act toenable the people of Alabama Territory to form 
a constitution and State government, and for the adunission 
of such State into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States. (Approved March 2, 1219.) 

Be it enacted, §c., ‘That the inhabitants of the Territory 
of Alubama be,and they are hereby, authorized to form for 
themselves a constitution and State government, and to as- 
sume such name as they may think proper; and that the 
said Territory, when formed into a State, shall be admitted 
into the Union upon the same footing with the original 
States, in all respects whatever. 

Here is the ordinance of Alabama accepting the 
terms of the above act; passed 2d August, 18]9: 

«This convention, for and in behalf of the people inhab- 
iting this State, do accept the propositions offered by the 
act of Congress under which they are assembled; and this 
convention, for and in behalf of the people inhabiting this 
State, do ordain, agree, and declare.’ * —* , * 
** And this ordinance is hereby declared irrevocable with- 
out the consent of the United States.’ 

This act was declared irrevocable. They agreed 
to the conditions offered to them in the act of Con- 
gress with reference to the public lands and other 
subjects, and then the act of coming intothe Union 
was declared irrevocable without the consent of 
the United States, Congress then passed an act 
accepting them upon the terms they imposed. 
That was the compact. What has been done to 
Alabama? What arn complaint has she? Why 
should she leave the Union in such hot haste? 

So much for that, sir. In the remarks that I 
made when I last addressed the Senate, I referred 
to the constituuon of the State of Tennessee, 
which wasadopted in 1796, and their biil of rights, 
in which they declare that they would never sur- 
render or give up the navigation of the Missis- 














ing language: 
* Then he is concerned about the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river. Lc says that the great State of Tennessee 


/ and he, himself, are concerned about the navigation of that 


river. I believe it is recognized as the law of nations, as 
the law of all civilized nations, that a great inland sea ran- 


| niog through several Governments shall be open equally 10 


all of them; and besides, as the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana said, there is no man in Louisiana that would 
think for a moment of depriving Tennessee of the right of 
navigating that great river. No, sir, nor Kentucky either, 
nor Indiana, nor [llinois, ner any other State whose waters 
flow into that mighty stream. Nusuch thing would ever be 
done.’ 

That was the Senator’s declaration then, that 
nobody would question the right of those States 
to navigate that great inland sea. He seemed to 
show great familiarity with international law. I 
took it for granted that he had read Grotius and 
Wheaton upon international law, and all the other 
authorities on the subject, for he spoke about it 


| with great familiarity, as if he understood it well. 


How does the matter stand, sir? Before the 
printer’s ink that impressed. his speech upon the 
paper is dry, we find an ordinance passed, as I 
remarked before, to-day, by the State of Louis- 
iana, declaring negatively that she has the right 
to control the navigation of that river under her 
act of secession. If the Senator had put himself 


| to the trouble, as | presume he did, or ought to 


have done, to examine this subject, he would have 


| found that the navigation of the Mississippi river 


has been a subject of negotiation for years upon 
years. He would have found that the navigation 
of various rivers throughout the world has been 
the subject of long, angry, and contested negotia- 
tion. While upon this point, I desire to present 
to the Senate an extract from a leading authority 


on this subject. Tread from Wheaton’s Elements 


of International Law: 


“The territory of the State includes the lakes, seas, 
and rivers, entirely inclosed within its limits. The rivers 
whieh flow through the territory also form a part of the 
domain, from their sources to their mouths, or as far as 
they flow within the territory, including the bays or-estua- 
ries formed by their junction with the sea. Where a navi- 
gable river forms the boundary ef coterminous States, the 
middle of the channel, or thalweg, is generally taken as the 
line of separation between the two States, the presumption 
of law being that the right of navigation is common to both ; 
but this presumption may be destroyed by actual proof of 
prior occupancy and long undisturbed possession, giving to 
one of the riparian proprietors the exclusive title to the 
entire river. 

“Things of which the use is inexhanstible, such as the 
sea and running watcr, cannot be so appropriated as to ex- 


| clude others from using these elements in any manner which 


does not occasion a loss or inconvenience to the proprietor, 
This is what is called an innocent use. Thus we have seen 
that the jurisdiction possessed by one nation over sounds, 
straits, and other arms of the sea leading through its own 
territory to that of another, or to other seas common to all 
nations, does not exclude others from the right of innocent 
passage through these communications. The same prin- 
ciple is applicable to rivers flowing from one State through 
the territory of another into the sea, or into the tesritory of 
a third State. The right of newdepling, fur commercial pur- 
poses, a river which flows through the territories of differ- 
ent States, is common to all the nations imbabiting the dif- 
ferent parts of its banks; but this right of innocent passage 
being what the text writers call an imperfect right, its ex- 
ercise is necessarily modified by the safety and convenience 
of the State affected by it, and can only be effectually se- 
cured by mutual convention regulating the mode of its ex- 
ercise. 

‘It seems that this right draws after it the incidental 
rignt of using all the means which are necessary to.the se- 
cure enjoyment of the principal right itself. Thus the Ro- 
man law, which considered navigable rivers as public or 
common property, deelared that the right to the use of the 
shores was incident to that of the water ; and that the right 
to navigate a river involved the right to moor vessels to its 
banks, to lade and unlace cargoes, &c. The public jurists 
apply this principle of the Roman civil law to the same case 
between nations, and infer the right to use the adjacent 
land for these pur » a3 means necessary to the attain- 
ment of the end for which the free navigation of the water 
is permitted.”°— Wheaton’s Elements of International Law, 
part 2, chap. 4, pp. 252, 253, 254. 

Now, what are we told? That Louisiana, for 
which we paid $15,000,000, whose battles ‘we 
fought, whose custom-houses, forts, arsenals, 
dock-yards, and hospitals we built,—in the exer- 
cise of the plenitude of her power, declares that she 
has contro! of the Mississippi, and such States 
may nanigate that stream as are on friendly rela- 
tions with her, she being the judge. Is not this 
what the dogma of secession leads us to? Wesee 
where it carries us; we see in what it will end— 
litigation, war, and bloodshed, As I remarked 
before, as we approach and advance in the inves- 
tigation of the subject, we discover its enormities 
more and more. I repeat, it is the prolific mother 
of anarchy, which 
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Oregon seems not to be 


apprehensive at all; and yet, before his voice hag 


done reverberating in the Hall, we have the onen 
declaration that they intend to exercise the con- 
trol of the navigation of the Mississippi. Would 
it not have been better for Louisiana 
Mr. LANE. I think the Senator ought to 
allow me to say a word. , - 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not want 
to be interrupted. I certainly mean no discoyr- 





| tesy at all to the Senator, 


Mr. LANE. 1 only wish to say, in the way 
of explanation, that the people of New Orleans 
have had police regulations by which they have 
collected taxes to improve their wharves ever since 
New Orleans belonged to this country. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It is‘ very 
common thing in all cities where there are wharves, 
either on the river or ocean, to have what is com- 
monly called a wharfage tax. We understand 
that. The navigation of the high seas and rivers 
is a different thing from paying wharfage and a 
little tax to defray the expense of keeping wharves 
and docks up. We understand all about that, 
That is a very different affair from placing bat- 
teries at this early day upon the banks of that 
great stream. 

Mr. LANE. That was against the common 
enemy. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I did not know 
we had any enemies in these States. I thought 
we were brothers, and were entitled to free trade 
from one extremity of this Confederacy to the 
other. I did not know that the people of Indiana 
and Illinois and Kentucky and Tennessee, going 
along down that river, had got to be enemies. | 
suppose, however, when we look at these things 
our minds change and vary by varying circum- 
stances. When we are candidates for the Presi- 
dency, we feel more like brothers; but when we 
have made the experiment, and signally failed, I 
suppose the enemy’s line begins just at the line 
where our defeat was consummated. [Laughter 
and applause in the galleries, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER called to ordeg. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. How long has 
it been since we were prepared to go to war with 
the most formidable Sear upon earth because 
she claimed the right of search? We would not 
concede to Great Britain the right of searching 
our ships on the high seas; and yet what do we 
now see? Batteries placed upon the banks of the 
Mississippi to enforce the right of search. Do we 
net see where it will lead? Do we not all know 
in what it will end? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. WIGFALL and Mr. LANE addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircu.) 
Does the Senator from Tennessee yield the floor 
to the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hempaii’} 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do, for the 
purpose of making a motion to adjourn. 

r. LANE. I should be very glad if the Sen- 
ator could finish his speech to-day. The session 
is very short now. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. That is all 
very true; and I do not ask any unreasonable 1n- 
dulgence from the Senate. [** Let us adjourn.’ 
I have spoken and occupied as little time in the 
Senate as any other member in it.. The Senator 
from Oregon has been on the floor at least four 
times to my once, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Texas has moved that the Senate adjourn; 
and that motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I made it simply because 
the Senator is fatigued. ‘ 

Mr. LANE. ask the Senator to withdraw 
the motion. ; 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I only yield 
for a motion to adjourn. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. . With the permis- 
sion of the Senator from Texas, the Chair will 
lay certain communications before the Senate be- 
fore the question is put. 

Mr. WIGFALL., Is the motion to adjourn 
withdrawn? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not with- 
drawn. Itis pending. as the Chair understands. 

_ Mr. WIGF . There is a motion toadjourn 


pending, then? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the motion perfectly well; but the 
Chair desires to have certain communications | 
presented to the Senate before the motion is put. 


RESOLUTIONS OF KENTUCKY. | 
The PRESIDING GFFICER laid before the 


Senate the following message from the President | 
of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
| bave received from the Governor of Kentucky certain | 
resolutions adopted by the General Assembly of that Com- | 
monwealth, containing an application to Congress for the | 
call of a convention for proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, with a request that | should | 
immediately place the same before that body. It affords | 
ine great satisfaction to perform this duty; and I feel quite | 
confidegt that Congress will bestow upon these resolutions | 
the caréful consideration to which they are eminently en- | 
titled, on account of the distinguished and.patriotic source | 
from which they proceed, as well as the great importance | 
of the subject which they involve. 
JAMES BUCHANAN. 
Wasuinoton, February 5, 1861. 


The message and accompanying resolutions 


COURT OF CLAIMS. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the 
Senate a letter from the chief clerk of the Court 
of Claims, transmitting decisions of the Court of 
Claims adverse to the claim of Thomas O. Self- 
ridge; the claim of Thankful Neagle, administra- 
tor of Enos Grannis; the claim of James Paxton, 


executor of John Jordon; and the claim of Moses || 


Yale. 

Also, decisions of the Court of Claims in favor | 
of the claim of Constance Bateman and others; 
the claim of Jacob P. Leese, assignee of Thomas 
QO. Larkin, accompanied by the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Constance Bateman and 
others; and 

A bill for the relief of Jacob P. Leese, assignee 
of Thomas O. Larkin. 

The reports and bills were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 


RECONSIDERATION OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, that the Senate 
reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill (H. 
R. No. 554) to extend the right of appeal from 
decisions of circuit courts to the Supreme Court 
of the United States— 


Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from'Texas moves thatthe Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BIGLER. ITask the Senator to withdraw 
the motion for a moment. [** Oh, no.’’} 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, Febrwary 5, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer | 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


REPORT ON FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


The Speaker, by unanimous consent, laid be- 
fore the House a letter from the Secretary of 
Siate, transmitting the annual report on foreign 
commeree for the year 1860; which was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved that five thousand 
extra copies of said report be printed. 

he motion was referred, under the rules, to 
| 





the Committee on Printing. 


CHARLES GORDON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from ithe clerk of the Court of 
Claims, returning, in compliance with the order 
of the House, the papers in the ease of Charles 
Gordon, heretofore referred to said court. 

The papers were laid upon the table 


: FREDERICK VINCENT. 
Mr. DUELL asked the unanimous consent of | 


the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar be discharged from the further consideration 
of Senate bill No. 275, for the relief of Frederick Vincent, 
administrator of James La Caze, surviving partner of the 
firm of La Caze & Mallét, and that the same be recom- 


mitted tothe Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Mr. THOMAS objected. , 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to a question of 


rivilege. 


from the Territory of Idaho; and I ask that it be 

| referred to the Committee on Territories. 
Mr. COX. I object. There is no such Terri- 

| tory in existence. 

The SPEAKER. It can be received under the 

rules, and will be referred to the Committee on 

| Territories. 

Mr. SICKLES. Asa memorial? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; as a memorial. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. FRENCH presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Thomaston, Maine, in relation to the 


present condition of public affairs; whichi'was laid 
upon the table. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, presented the peti- 
| tion of sundry citizens of the State of Missouri, 


| 


| praying the adoption of the Crittenden proposi- 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


tion; which was laid upon the tabie. 
LIABILITIES OF SHIP-OWNERS. 
Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent, introduced 


the liability of ship-owners, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 3, 1851; which was read 

a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce. 





MOWRY BATES. 
| Mr. BRAYTON... :Lask the unanimous con- 
| sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
| the Whole House from the further consideration 
of a bill (H. R. No. 785) for the relief of Mowry 
Bates, of Rhode Island, 

Mr. FENTON _ I call for the regular order of 
business, 

SECESSION OF LOUISIANA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the permis- 
sion of the House to give the floor to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, [Mr. Taxor,] who desires 
| to make afew observations. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I send to the 
| Clerk’s desk, in order that it may be read, a copy 
of the ordinance of the State of Louisiana, ad 
which she declares her connection with the Union 
| now existing between the States to be dissolved. 
That ordinance was, I am told, received by the 





| Senators from the State of Louisiana, on Satur- | 


| day last. It was not communicated to me, nor 
| had I any knowledge of its having arrived in this 
city, till it was casually mentioned by a gentle- 
man whom I metin the court-room of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, yesterday morning. 
I then went into the Senate Chamber, and there 
the fact-was announced that the ordinance had 
been passed, and an official copy of it was sent to 
the Secretary’s desk and was read. 
the liberty of obtaining from the Senate an exact 
copy of that instrument, and J now ask permis- 
sion of the House, that the copy which L have pro- 
cured be read, and that when read, the House will 
indulge me in saying something on this most ex- 
traordinary and momentous occasion. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


An ordinance to dissolve the union between the State of Lou- 
isiana and other States united with her, under the compact 
entitled ** The Constitution of the United States of Amer- 
tea.” 

We, the people of the State of Louisiana, in convention 
assembled, do declare and ordain, and it is fereby declared 
and ordained, that the ordinance passed by us in convention 
on the 22d day of November, in the year 1811, whereby the 
Constitution of the United States of America, and the 
amendments of said Constitution, were adopted, and all 
laws and Ordinances by which the State of Louisiana be- 
came a member of the Federal Union, be, and the same are 
hereby, repeated and abrogated ; and that the union now 
subsisting between Louisiana and other States, under the 
name of the “ United States of America,” is hereby dis- 
solved. 

We do further declare and ordajn, that the State of Lou- 
isiana hereby resumes all rights and powers heretofore del- 
egated to the Government of the United States of America; 
that her ¢itizens are absolved from all allegianee to said 
| Government; and that she is in full possession and exer- 
| cise of all those rights of sovereignty which appertain to a 
| free and independent Siate. 
| Wedo further declare and ordain, that all rights acquired 
| and vested under the Constitution of the United States, or 
| any act of Congress, or treaty, or under any law of this 
State and not incompatible with this ordinance, shall re- 
main in force and have the same effect as if this ordinance 
had not béen passed. 

The undersigned hereby certified that the above ordi- 


Senge 





} 


| 
| 


a bill to amend an act entitled ** An act to limit | 


I have taken |! 








|| certainly do. 





nance is a true copy of the original ordinance adypted ths 
| day by the convention of the State of Louisiana, 
| _ Given under my hand and the great seal of Loutsiana, at 


I desire to present the certificate of || Bston Rouge, this 26th day of the month of January, in the 
| Hon. Charles L. Morgan, elected as Delegate | 


yer of our Lord, 1861. 
(ls 8.) A- MOUTON, e« 
| President of the Convention. 
| J. Tomas Wueat,Secretary of the Convention. 


Mr. SPINNER. Has that paper been re- 


|| ceived, Mr. Speaker? and does it go on the Jour- 


| nal? 
The SPEAKER. It doesnot. Itis read as 
| part of the remarks of the gentleman from Lou- 
| asiana, 
|. Mr. SPINNER. Well; I think itis high time 
| to put a stop to this countenancing of treason in 
| the Halls of legislation. If I can object to it, I 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lou- 
| isiana will proceed, by unanimous consent. 
| Mr. TAYLOR. r. Speaker, and gentlemen 
| of the House of Representatives, the act which 
it is my purpose to perform, of withdrawing from 
this assemblage of the Representatives of the 
American people, in obedience to the will of the 
people of my State, is one of no ordinary occur- 
renee, and it isone which impresses me with feel- 
ings of the gravest and most profound anxiety. 
With the permission of the House, | will take the 
liberty of saying that which occurs to my mind 
in regard to the condition in which we are now 
placed as a people, and in regard to what is before 
us in the future. I shall not cast any look back- 
ward. Ishall make no observations on the occur- 
| rences that have produced the results now before 
us. I shall only speak of the present position of 
this great country, and the future which is about 
to open upon us. 
| We, the Representatives of the greatest Repub- 
| lic which the world has ever yet seen, the Repre- 
| sentatives of a people who, in the ordinary course 
| of Providence, were destined to become the great- 
est the world has ever yet known, are now wit- 
nessing the dissolution of a mighty frame of Gov- 
ernment. Within the last few weeks, we have 
seen State after State leaving this Union formed 
by our fathers for the common good of all. We 
know that that has been caused by differences of 
| opmnion between the inhabitants of two portions 
of this Confederacy—differences of opinion that 
_ have grown out of the change of sentiment aris- 
| ing out of a change in the situation of the people 
of a portion of the States. Without speaking of 
those circumstances, without speaking of the facts 
that have led to the display of these differences, 
it is enough for me to say that these differences 
are of such a character that the people of a large 
portion of the United States, the people of a num- 
ber of the sovereign States, have arrived at the 
conclusion that they can no longer remain mem- 
bers of this Union with safety to themselves and 
| totheirrightsof property, unless changes are made 
in the constitutional law of the land which will 
meet the changes that have taken place in the sit- 
uation of a portion of our people—which will meet 
| the changes that have taken place in the feelings 
, and views ofa portion of the States, and restore 
| the Union to the condition in which it was when 
| it was framed, by erecting positive barriers which 
| will restrain the action of the people, and of the 
| 
| 
| 


departments of the Federal Government, within 
the boundaries set to that action by the public 
| sentiment of the country when the é 

went into operation. 

There are now pending before this House a 
variety of propositions reported from a committee 
| composed of members of all the States of which 
this Union consisted when this Congress assem- 

bled. Their passage has been urged on this Elouse 
| by different individuals, under the influence, un- 
| doubtedly, of the most patriotic motives, in the 
| expectation that their passage would be attended 
| with public advantage, and would be likely to 

compose the differences that now divide us. Mr. 
| Speaker, | was a member of that committee. I 
| was one of those who dissented from the majority 
that reported these propositions to the House. 
In a report which | presented as the organ of the 
minority, L expressed the grounds of my dissent 


rovernment 


'| from the views of those who supported them in 
' 


the committee, and now fuvor'their adoption. My 
belief to-day is what it was then; and, in my judg- 
ment, standing in the position which | now oc- 
cupy, I owe it to myself, | owe it to the people 
of Louisiana, I owe it to you, and to the people of 





- 
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the United States, to declare it to be my solemn 
conviction that if ee’ f one of those measures 
were to be now adopted by the unanimous voice 
of the members of this House and of the Senate, 


= $$$ ——$_io_ 


«that fact would produce no effect in arresting the 





i 
} 
} 


current that Is sweeping State after State out of || 


this Confederacy. 

Many of these measures may be right in them- 
selves, but they propose no radical, no effectual 
remedies, no removal of the causes of difficulty. 
The admission of a portion of the existing ter- | 
ritory of the United States into the Union as a | 
State establishes no principle, recognizes no right, 
produces no result in the adjustment of this ques- 


main cause in bringing about the present condition 
of things. Ifitbe the desire of gentlemen to reach | 
the evil; to apply a remedy to the disease; to heal 
these dissensions, and restore the Union to its old 
condition, they must look forward to the adoption | 
of constitutional amendments, to changes in the | 
organic law; to changes which will settle and put 
forever at rest all pretexts for the agitation of this | 
sectional question, which has sowed the seeds of | 
bitterness and hate between the North and South— | 
the opposing portions of the Union. They must | 
look forward to the adoption of constitutional | 
amendments which will settle every one of the 

uestions on the firm basis of clear and well de- 
cael provisions in the organic law, and which 
will take away now and forever all pretexts for 
presenting to this House or the Senate petitions 
calculated to stir up the seeds of these dissensions 
and difficulties, which have at last resulted in 
placing us in the attitude which we now occupy 
in the eyes of the civilized world. 

If gentlemen, in view of the benefits which 
result to our people and to the werld from this 
Union, cannot raise themselves to the height of 
these greatacts, then—and I say it with the deepest 
regret—in my view, the permanent dissolution of 
this Union is inevitable. It is vain for men to 
delude themselves with the expectation that the 
palliatives recommended by the majority of the 
committee of thirty-three are going to remove deep- 
seated evils, tocure deeply-rooted diseases, and to 
restore to unity this broken Confederation. If 
there be not virtue enough and patriotism enough 
among the representatives of the people here, and | 
the representatives of the States m the other end 
of the Capitol, to arrive at that decermination, and 
to ripen it into action by the adoption of consti- 
tutional amendments, the dissolution of the Union 
is inevitable; and then we must be prepared, and | 
you must be prepared, to meet another question 
—the question as to the position which the two | 
sections of this Confederacy are to occupy with | 
regard to each other when the act of dissolution 
has become complete. 

We owe it to ourselves, we owe it to the world, | 
if we can no longer live together in peace, if we 
ean no longer dwell together as brethren in unity, 
that, like the patriarchs of old, we should separate 
without contention; that if one goes north, the 
other shall go south; and that we should dwell— 
each portion of our people by themselves, and in 
their own tents—in peace. Is that to he the result? 
It is for the people of the northern States, and for 


; 
tion—the territorial question—which has been the || 
| 


the Representatives of the people of the northern || ) v 
_of this people if the remaining portion of these 


States, to determine that question. Many say that 
if these States which have now declared, in the most 
solemn manner ever yet witnessed in the civilized 
world, theirdetermination to severthe bonds which 
have heretofore united:‘them to the other States 
and made us one people, are to be permitted to | 


do so, this Government ceases to be a Govern- || 


ment. If gentlemen of the remaining States are 
under the impression that it is necessary to vindi- 
cate the fact thata Government exists, by the sub- 
jugation of an unwilling people by the employment 


| | 


| character of our Government or the right of States 
| constitutionally to secede, But [ say this: that it 


|| olution exists and is inherent in the members of 


| 





of force, and should act upon that impression and 
upon that view, what will bethe result?) Dothey 
flaticr themselves that what they express, when 
they say that the laws shall be enforced and the 
Union maintained, is to be accomplished by the 
operation of law, by the actsof the civil magistrate, 
by the quiet and peaceful execution of judgments 
rendered by the courts in the ordinary course of 
judicial proceedings? Let them not flatter them- 
selves that this is to take place. The people of 
those States which have taken a position of in- 


dependence, who declare their determination to 


mrntain that independence by arms, will have re- 
course to those means which nature and all human 





| which has always hitherto been recognized 


/ jana is entitled to the floor. 


| that there is no question before the House upon 


| iana, about to leave the House, desired to be heard, 
_and the House gave permission. 





employed by every people when their rights are 
invaded. 

But gentleman say the Constitution was in- 
tended to be perpetual; that the Government is to 
be eternal; that no State can secede without the 
consent of her sister States. Mr. Speaker, 1 have 
no disposition to enter into a discussion upon the 


society recognize as legitimate and proper to be | 


is a principle recognized by all the writers upon 
the public law of the world that have ever given 
their thoughts to mankind; that it is a principle 
recognized by the action of this Government in 
all past time as a nation; that it is a ——— 

y 





the whole American people, that the right of rev- 


j 


| 
| 
i] 
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all organized communities. | 


Mr.McKEAN., Ifthe honorable gentleman will | 
indulge me, I desire to say that I know of many 
poonee friends of the Union upon this floor who 
vave desired for weeks to speak in behalf of the 
Union, who have not been able to get the floor. 
I now ask the Chair what question is before the 
House of which the gentleman from the seceding 
State of Louisiana is discussing. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Does the House give me per- 
mission to go on? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louis- 





Mr. McKEAN. I rise to a question of order: 


which the gentleman from Louisiana can proceed 
with his remarks. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Louis- 


Mr. McKEAN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Spinner] made objection before the 


| commencement of the gentleman’s remarks. 


The SPEAKER. Objection was made by the 
gentleman from New York to printing the paper 
presented Py the gentleman from Louisiana, but 
he did not object to the remarks of the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I was just proceeding to state 
that whatever might be he opinions of gentle- 
men in respect to abstract questions of constitu- 
tional law, there is but one opinion in the whole 
world in relation to the existence of the right of 
revolution That right has been shown to exist 
by all recorded history. It wasby the exercise of 
that right that we came into existence as a nation; 


| and since our existence asa nation it has been our 


settled policy to recognize the existence of that 
righteverywhere. Any one who chooses to look 


| into our national records will discover that, in 


every instance where a people have taken up arms 
for the purpose of vindicating their rights against 
a Government with which they had been con- 
nected, it has been the settled practice of this 
Government to recognize them as an independent 
State whenever their authority, in fact, extended 
throughout their territorial limits; and that, too, 
notwithstanding the Government from which they 
separated still denied their independence, and con- 


| tinued to assert their rights over them. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what will be the condition 


States, in violation of that principle under which 
this Government came into existence, and in vio- 
lation of that principle which has been recognized 
by all the departments of the Federal Govern- 
ment during our whole existence as a nation, 
should choose to make use of violence and mili- 
tary ferce for the purpose of preserving the se- 
ceding States in thei: connection with the Union? 
Why, sir, they will be engaged in wav. It will 
not be action for the maintenance of the Union— 
the enforcement of the laws, It will be war— 
open, actual war. Great armies will be in the 
field; and this country, which has heretofore been 
engaged in the. peaceful yer of life, for the 
creation of material wealth, for the advancement 


_ of civilization and the spread of the arts and sci- 


ences, and for the promotion of the prosperity 
and happiness of its population, will be so no 
longer. It will be subjected to all the evils of war. 
The two sections into which it will be divided 
willconstitute two sppenns sobenese completely 
ais though they had never been united under one 
Government; and the people of each will be en- 
gaged, not in laboring for the advancement of 


| 


SS 
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their own interests, not in contfibuting the fruits 
of their industry to swell the commerce of the 
world, and to add to the comforts and enjoyments 
of mankind, but in the work of seeing how much 
mischief they can do to each other. Their song 
wili go to recruit armies to mect in hostile com- 
bat, and their substance will be consumed in pay- 
ing the taxes levied to keep armies in the field 
and fleets upon the sea, until, at last, after years 
— s, of calamity and suffering, and when 

owed down by the burdens which the neceggj- 
ties of war will impose, and when overwhelmed 
with debt, they will be compelled to make peace 
from mere exhaustion, and leave the question be- 
tween the two sections just where it was when 
the war began. 

But who can say that we would be all@wed to 
go on in waging a war so senseless? When our 
Union has ceased to exist upon the solid founda- 
tions of the affections ofall portions of the Ameri- 


| can people, we shall descend at once from our 


rank among the nations of the earth. Our voice 
will then be no longer potential enough to pro- 


| tect America from European intervention; and it 


may happen that our own affairs, if you of the 
North are mad enough to warupon your brethren 
because they are no longer willing to live with you 
under the same Government, may be the first to 
eall for the interposition of European Powers in 
the common interest of Giohiol. And whata 
spectacle shall we then present to the world! We 
that forbade all European intervention on this 
continent—and whose prohibition was respected— 


| compelled, by our weakness, to submit to it our- 


selves. And now, let me ask, will not England 
and France command the peace if you of the North 
determine on war? And will they not have the 
right to do so in their own interest and for yours? 
Owing to the peculiar condition in which we are 
placed, owing to the peculiar condition of that por- 
tion of the United States which has seceded from 
the remainder of the States, evils, of such a nature 
as the world never before saw, will shake your 
society, will shake the society of a large portion 
of the civilized world to their very foundations if 
such a war as that may bring on should be con- 
tinued but for a single year. 

Mr. Speaker, the markets of the world are sup- 
pued by cotton grown upon our southern soil. 

o-day the industry of our northern brethren4s 
supplied to the extent of millions by the raw ma- 
terial which it furnishes. 

Mr. STANTON, Will the gentleman from 
Louisiana allow me for a single moment? I sup- 
posed the gentleman from Louisiana, when he 
asked the indulgence of the House, desired to 
make some remarks, perpotsl to himself, upon 
his withdrawal from the House; and with that 
understanding I certainly, for one, refrained to 
interpose objection. But I find he is going into 
an elaborate discussion of the differences arising 
out of the disturbed condition of the country, cer- 
tainly calling for a reply. I desire to state further, 
that to a gentleman speaking by unanimous con- 
sent, the hour rule doesnot.apply. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana will not abuse the courtesy 
of the House by going into a general discussion 
of these questions. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. I hope gentlemen will not 
interfere with the right of my colleague to the 
floor. He is making his last speech upon this 
floor, before withdrawing from the House; and 
I do not think it is very polite to interfere with 
him. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Those gentlemen who remain 
upon this floor will have an opportunity of speak- 
ing in reply to anything I may utter, if anything 
I may say may, in their opinion, deserve a reply. 

The SPEA ER. The gentleman from Louis- 
iana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I was proceeding to say that 
our northern brethren consume now in their man- 
ufactories some eight hundred thousand bales of 
cotton annually; that, by their industry and the 
employment of theix capital, they give it a value 
which reaches the amount yearly of not less than 
$120,000,000. Cross the ocean, and in England 
there are nearly three million bales employed in 
her manufacturing establishments, to which Eng- 
lish capital and English labor give such a value 
that the fabrics made of it have a value in the con- 
merce of Great Britain which reaches to-day to 
at least $700,000,000. And upon the continent of 
Europe the value of the manufactures out of the 
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